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Highlights 


304 15  T ribute  to  Eight  American  Servicemen 

Presidential  proclamation 

30540  Grant  Programs  HEW/HDSO  announces 

.  availability  of  fiscal  year  1980  funds  for  Cooperative 
Agreements  under  Projects  with  Industry  Program; 
apply  by  7-18-80. 

30455  Grant  Programs  HUD/CPD  solicits  comments  on 
administration  of  Community  Development  Block 
Grants  Program  for  Indian  tribes  and  Alaska 
natives:  comments  by  7-7-80 

30602  Mortgage  Insurance  HUD/FHC  eliminates  single 
family  application  fee:  effective  6-1-80,  comments 
by  6-9-80  (Part  II  of  this  issue) 

30552-  Continental  Shelf  Interior/GS  announces  receipt 

30553  of  proposed  Development  and  Production  Plans  for 
oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 

30426  Commodities  Exchanges  CFTC  designates  a 

futures  commission  merchant  as  the  agent  of  foreign 
brokers  and  traders:  effective  6-9-80 

30445  Crop  Insurance  USDA/FCIC  proposes  to  amend 
regulations  effective  with  1981  oat  crop  year, 
comments  by  7-7-80 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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Highlights 


30606  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Interior/BLM 
proposes  to  amend  rules;  comments  by  7-7-80  (Part 
III  of  this  issue) 

30439  Cargo  Vessels  Commerce/MA  issues  rule  to 
modify  foreign-to-foreign  trading  restrictions, 
effective  5-8-80 

30424  Air  Transportation  DOT/FAA  announces 

interpretation  procedures  for  flight  and  duty  time 
rules 

30443  Railroad  Operations  DOT/FRA  amends  rules 
setting  forth  civil  penalties  in  radio 
communications:  effective  5-8-80 

30445,  Improving  Government  Regulations  CSA  and 

30457  CWPS  publishes  semi-annual  agendas  of 
regulations  under  review  (2  documents] 

30448  Regulatory  Reform  DOE  issues  plan  for 

reviewing  and  republishing  existing  regulations 

30446  Corn,  Soybeans,  and  Mixed  Grain  USDA/FGIS 
solicits  views  on  official  U.S.  standards;  comments 
by  7-7-80 

30446  Hops  USDA/AMS  proposes  to  suspend  current 
requirements  for  filling  deficiencies  in  annual 
allotments:  comments  by  5-28-80 

30419  Milk  USDA/CCC  issues  semiannual  price  support 
program  adjustment:  effective  4-1-80 

30454  Securities  SEC  denies  petition  for  rulemaking 
concerning  disclosure  of  relationships  between 
attorneys  and  registrants 

Privacy  Act  Documents 

30470  DOE 

30577  Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian  Relocation  Commission 

30587  Selective  Service  System 

30592  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 

Separate  Parts  of  This  Issue 


30602  Part  II,  HUO/FHC 
30606  Part  III,  Interior/BLM 
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The  President 

PROCLAMATIONS 

30415  Tribute  to  eight  American  servicemen  (Proc.  4756) 

Executive  Agencies 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

30418  Oranges  (navel)  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

30418  Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 
PROPOSED  RULES 

30446  Hops,  domestic 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

30447  Texas  et  al. 

Agriculture  Department 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing  Service; 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation;  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation;  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
•  Service. 

RULES 

Advisory  committee  management: 

30417  Compensation  to  members 

Authority  delegations  by  Secretary  and  General 
Officers: 

30417  International  Affairs,  Deputy  Under  Secretary,  et 

al.;  order  of  succession 

Arts  and  Humanities,  National  Foundation 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

30572  Music  Panel 

Center  for  Disease  Control 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

30540  Infectious  disease  laboratories,  draft  proposed 

operational  guidelines:  review 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
NOTICES 

30592  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents) 

Coast  Guard 

RULES 

Anchorage  regulations: 

30431  California 

Regattas  and  marine  parades;  safety  of  life: 

30430  Norfolk,  Va.,  Harborfest 

Safety  zones: 

30436-  Boston  Harbor,  Mass.  (3  documents) 

30439 

NOTICES  ' 

Bridges,  railroad;  proposed  construction: 

30588  Groton  and  Stonington,  Conn. 

Commerce  Department 

See  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board;  International 
Trade  Administration;  Maritime  Administration; 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration. 


Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
RULES 

Loans  and  purchase  programs: 

30419  Milk 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

RULES 

Reports: 

30426  Futures  commission  merchant;  designation  as 

agent  of  foreign  brokers  and  traders 
NOTICES 

Futures  contracts,  proposed;  availability: 

30468  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange 

30592  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (3  documents) 

Community  Planning  and  Development,  Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Community  development  block  grants: 

30455  Indian  tribes  and  Alaska  natives;  advance  notice 

Community  Services  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

30457  Regulatory  agenda 

NOTICES 

Petroleum  and  natural  gas  conservation;  Federal 
assistance  programs 

(Editorial  note:  This  document  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  May  7, 1980). 

Customs  Service 

NOTICES 

Customhouse  broker  license  cancellation, 
suspension,  etc.: 

30591  Baretela,  Christopher 

30591  Reimbursable  services;  excess  cost  of  preclearance 
operations 

Defense  Department 

See  Navy  Department 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

30448  Sunset  review 

NOTICES 
Meetings: 

30471  National  Petroleum  Council  • 

30470  Privacy  Act:  systems  of  records 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

30456  Maryland 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

30539  Science  Advisory  Board;  relocation 

Water  pollution  control: 

30538  Data  collection  activities;  identification 


Water  pollution  control:  safe  drinking  water;  public 
water  systems  designations: 

30537  New  jersey 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Air  carriers  certification  and  operation: 

30424  Flight  and  duty  time:  interpretation  procedures 

Airworthiness  directives: 

30421  McDonnell  Douglas 

30424  Restricted  areas 

30422-  Transition  areas  (2  documents) 

30423 

30423  Transition  areas:  correction 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Airworthiness  directives: 

30448  UOP,  Inc. 

30452-  Jet  routes  (2  documents) 

30453 

Petroleum  and  natural  gas  conservation:  Federal 
assistance  program 

(Editorial  note:  This  document  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  May  7, 1980;  see  entry  under 
Transportation  Department). 

30449-  Transition  areas  (2  documents) 

30550 

30451  VOR  Federal  airways  (2  documents) 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Crop  insurance:  various  commodities: 

30445  Oats 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

NOTICES 

30592-  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act  (4  documents) 

30593 

Federal  Election  Commission 

NOTICES 

30594  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

30471  ANR  Storage  Co. 

30472  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

30473  Cincinnati  Gas  &  Electric  Co. 

30475  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (2  documents) 

30476  Columbus  &  Southern  Ohio  Electric  Co. 

30476  Commercial  Pipeline  Co.,  Inc. 

30477  Consolidated  Water  Power  Co. 

30477  Consumers  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

30478  Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.  (2  documents) 

30479  Empire  District  Electric  Co. 

30479  Granite  State  Gas  Transmission,  Inc. 

30480  Hampshire  Gas  Co. 

30480  Idaho  Power  Co. 

30481  Iowa  Power  &  Light  Co. 

30481  Kansas  City  Power  &  Light  Co. 

30482  McCulloch  Interstate  Gas  Corp. 

30483  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

30483-  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America  (2 

30484  documents) 

30484  Otter  Tail  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

30484  Fhiget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Co. 

30486  Southeastern  Power  Administration 

30485  Southern  Co.  Services,  Inc. 

30486  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

30486  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 


30488  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

30535  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Gorp.  (2 
documents) 

30536  Wisconsin  River  Power  Co. 

Natural  gas  companies: 

30479  Small  producer  certificates,  applications 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

30483  Determination  process  report  receipts 

30481,  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (3 

30490-  documents) 

30514 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Grain  standards: 

30446  Corn,  soybeans,  and  mixed  grain 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Petroleum  and  natural  gas  conservation;  Federal 
assistance  programs 

(Editorial  note:  This  document  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  May  7, 1980;  see  entry  under 
Transportation  Department). 

NOTICES 

Enviroiunental  statements:  availability,  etc.: 

30589  Central  and  Circle,  Alaska 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

30594  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Housing  Commissioner— Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 

RULES 

Mortgage  and  loan  insurance  programs; 

30602  Application  and  commitment  extension  fees  for 

single  family  properties,  elimination:  and 
appraisal  and  inspection  fees  collection;  interim 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

30594  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

RULES 

Radio  standards  and  procedures: 

30443  Civil  penalties  schedule 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Petroleum  and  natural  gas  conservation;  Federal 
assistance  programs 

(Editorial  note:  This  document  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  May  7, 1980;  see  entry  under 
Transportation  Department). 

NOTICES 

Loan  guarantee  applications: 

30589  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  &  Pacific  Railroad 
Co. 

Petitions  for  exemptions,  etc.: 

30590  Armco  Inc. 

Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

30539  First  Pennsylvania  Corp. 

Federal  Open  Market  Committee: 

30539  Domestic  policy  directives 

30594  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 
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Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

30466  North  Carolina 

Geological  Survey 
NOTICES 

Outer  Continental  Shelf:  oil,  gas,  and  sulphur 
operations;  development  and  production  plans: 

30552  American  Natural  Gas  Production  Co. 

30553  Tenneco  Oil  Exploration  &  Production 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

See  Center  for  Disease  Control;  Human 
Development  Services  Office;  Public  Health 
Service;  Social  Security  Administration. 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  Community  Planning  and  Development,  Office 
of  Assistant  Secretary;  Federal  Housing 
Commissioner — Office  of  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing. 

Human  Development  Services  Office 
NOTICES 

Grants  applications  and  proposals;  closing  dates: 
30540  Industry  projects  program,  cooperative 
agreements 

Interior  Department 

See  also  Geological  Survey;  Land  Management 
Bureau;  National  Park  Service. 

NOTICES 

30553  Oil  and  gas  leasing;  noncompetitive  leases 
Meetings: 

30553  Oil  Shale  Environmental  Advisory  Panel 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  agreements: 

30467  Olin  Corp. 

Export  privileges,  actions  affecting: 

30467  Taylor,  Joan  P.,  et  al. 

Meetings: 

30466  Exporters’  Textile  Advisory  Committee 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 

Motor  carriers: 

30565  Finance  applications 

30565  Fuel  costs  recovery,  expedited  procedures 

30571  Lease  and  interchange  of  vehicles 

30555  Permanent  authority  applications 

30565,  Permanent  authority  applications;  corrections  (3 

30571  documents) 

30572  Permanent  authority  applications;  publication 
delay 

30572  Released  rates  applications  (2  documents) 

30571  Railroad  car  service  rules,  mandatory;  exemptions 
(2  documents) 

Justice  Department 

See  also  Parole  Commission. 

'  NOTICES 
Meetings: 

30572  Tax  Litigation  Advisory  Committee 


Land  Management  Bureau 

PROPOSED  RULES 

30606  Alaska  native  claims  settlement;  implementation 
NOTICES 

Alaska  native  claims  selections;  applications,  etc.: 
30543,  Afognak  Native  Corp.  (2  documents) 

30546 

30544  Koniag,  Inc. 

Applications,  etc.: 

30552  Wyoming 

Coal  leases,  exploration  licenses,  etc.: 

30552  Utah 

Meetings: 

30547  Arizona  Strip  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

30548  Ely  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

30550  Grand  Junction  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

30550  Idaho  Falls  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 

30551  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board 

30543  Western  Interior  Regional  Coal  Team 

30551  Worland  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
Recreation  use  permit  systems: 

30548  Rio  Grande  Wild  and  Scenic  River 

Wilderness  areas;  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 

30547  Arizona;  hearings  and  extension  of  time 
Withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands,  proposed, 
etc.: 

30547,  California  (2  documents) 

30552 

30548  Colorado 

30551  Montana 

Management  and  Budget  Office 

NOTICES, 

30578  Agency  forms  under  review 

Maritime  Administration 
RULES 

Subsidized  vessels  and  operators: 

30439  Bulk  cargo  vessels  engaged  in  worldwide  service; 

operating  differential  subsidy;  trading  restrictions 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Petroleum  and  natural  gas  conservation;  Federal 
assistance  programs 

(Editorial  note:  This  document  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  May  7, 1980;  see  entry  under 
Transportation  Department). 

National  Labor  Relations  Board 

NOTICES 

30594  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

RULES 

‘Fishery  conservation  and  management: 

30444  Alaska  salmon;  emergency  rules;  rescission 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 

30468  Coastal  Zone  Management  Advisory  Committee 
30468  North  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

30554  Gateway  National  Recreation  Area  Advisory 
Commission 


VI 
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National  Transportation  Safety  Board 

NOTICES 

30573  Accident  reports,  safety  recommendations  and 
responses,  etc.;  availability 
30595  Meetings:  Sunshine  Act 

Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian  Relocation  Commission 

NOTICES 

30577  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records;  annual  publication 

Navy  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

30469  Naval  War  College  Board  of  Advisors 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
NOTICES 

30595  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents] 

Parole  Commission 

NOTICES 

30595  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act;  correction 

Postal  Rate  Commission 
NOTICES 

30595  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Public  Health  Service 

NOTICES 

30542  Health  maintenance  organizations,  qualified;  list; 
reestablishment  of  Penn  Group  Health  Plan,  Inc. 

Railroad  Retirement  Board 
NOTICES 

30595  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 
Selective  Service  System 

NOTICES 

30587  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  * 

PROPOSED  RULES 

30454  Disclosure  rules;  attomey/registrant  relationships; 
petition  denied 
NOTICES 
Hearings,  etc.: 

30581  Columbus  &  Southern  Ohio  Electric  Co. 

30582  Narrangansett  Capital  Corp.  et  al. 

30585  Oceania  Resources,  Inc. 

30586  Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma 

30596  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

•  Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 
changes: 

30585  Options  Clearing  Corp. 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  unlisted  trading 
privileges: 

30585  Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

Small  Business  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

30588  Small  and  Minority  Business  Ownership 
Advisory  Committee 

Social  Security  Administration 
NOTICES 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 
30542  Deputy  Commissioners  et  al.;  findings  of  fact, 
decisions,  etc. 


Social  Security  National  Commission 

NOTICES 

30573  Meetings 

State  Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings; 

30588  International  Investment,  Technology,  and 
Development  Advisory  Committee 

Transportation  Department 

See  also  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation 
Administration;  Federal  Highway  Administration; 
Federal  Railroad  Administration;  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration;  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Administration. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Petroleum  and  natural  gas  conservation;  Federal 
assistance  programs 

(Editorial  note:  This  document  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  May  7, 1980). 

Treasury  Department 

See  Customs  Service. 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration  • 

RULES 

30444  Urban  mass  transit  program  (section  5  formula 
grants);  public  hearing  requirements  for  service  and 
fare  changes;  correction 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Petroleum  and  natural  gas  conservation;  Federal 
assistance  programs 

(Editorial  note:  This  document  appeared  in  the 
Federal  Register  for  May  7, 1980;  see  entry  under 
Transportation  Department). 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

30591  Westpark/Southwest  Freeway  corridor,  Houston, 

Tex. 

Wage  and  Price  Stability  Council 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Improving  Government  regulations: 

30445  Regulatory  agenda 

White  House  Fellowships,  President’s 
Commission 

NOTICES 

30580  Meetings 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
30572  Music  Panel  (Composers  Section),  5-27  through 
5-30-80 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

International  Trade  Administration — 

30466  Exporters’  Textile  Advisory  Committee,  5-27-80 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

30468  Coastal  Zone  Management  Advisory  Committee, 
5-22  and  5-23-80 
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DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Navy  Department — 

30469  Board  of  Advisors  to  the  President,  Naval  War 
College,  6-5  and  6-6-80 

ENERGY  DEPARTMENT 

30471  National  Petroleum  Council,  Task  Group  of  the 
Committee  on  Unconventional  Gas  Sources, 

5- 21-80 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

Disease  Control  Center — 

30540  Editorial  Group  To  Review  Draft  Proposed 

Operational  Guidelines  For  Infectious  Disease 
Laboratories,  5-28-80 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Land  Management  Bureau — 

30547  Arizona  Strip  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 

6- 10-80 

30548  Ely  District — Nevada  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
6-11-80 

30550  Grand  Junction  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
6-18-80 

30550  Idaho  Falls  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 
6-12-80 

30551  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory  Board;  Alaska 
Regional  Technical  Working  Group  Committee,  6-3 
and  6-4-80 

30543  Western  Interior  Federal  Coal  Production  Region, 
Oklahoma  Subregion,  6-10-80 
30551  Worland  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board,  6-24-80 
Land  and  Water  Resources,  Office  of  the 
Secretary — 

30553  Oil  Shale  Environmental  Advisory  Panel,  5-29  and 
5-30-80 

National  Park  Service — 

30554  Gateway  Advisory  Commission,  5-22-80 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

30572  Advisory  Committee  on  Tax  Litigation,  5-20-80 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  SOCIAL  SECURITY 

30573  Meeting,  5-23  and  5-24-80 

PRESIDENT’S  COMMISSION  ON  WHITE  HOUSE 
FELLOWSHIPS 

30580  Annual  Selection  Meeting,  5-16  through  5-18-80 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
30588  Advisory  Committee  on  Small  and  Minority 
Business  Ownership,  6-16-80 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

30588  Advisory  Committee  on  International  Investment, 
Technology,  and  Development,  5-30-80 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration — 

30591  Analysis  of  transportation  alternatives  in 

Westpark/Southwest  Freeway  transportation 
corridor,  Texas,  5-22-80 

CHANGED  MEETING 
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Title  3— 

The  President 


Proclamation  4756  of  May  6,  1980 

Tribute  to  Eight  American  Servicemen 


By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 
A  Proclamation 

The  names  of  the  eight  American  servicemen  who  died  in  a  mission  of  rescue 
in  Iran  will  forever  stand  among  the  names  of  heroes.  They  were  valiant  men. 
They  knew  the  danger  of  the  task  for  which  they  had  volunteered,  and  they 
were  willing  to  confront  that  danger  because  they  wished  to  right  a  terrible 
wrong. 

At  a  time  when  the  delicate,  age-old  patterns  of  diplomatic  communication 
that  help  maintain  the  peace  of  the  world  are  under  direct  attack,  we  have  a 
great  need  of  men  and  women  ready  to  make  the  sacrifices  that  freedom  and 
security  require.  The  eight  who  gave  their  lives  while  attempting  to  free  their 
fellow  Americans  from  an  illegal  and  intolerable  captivity  were  such  individ¬ 
uals.  They  knew  the  price  that  freedom  can  demand,  and  they  were  prepared 
to  pay  it.  They  laid  down  their  lives  for  their  countrymen,  for  their  Nation’s 
honor,  and  for  the  principles  of  justice  and  civilization.  We  mourn  their  loss; 
we  admire  their  courage;  we  respect  their  dedication;  and  we  reaffirm  the 
principles  for  which  they  died. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JIMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  as  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Armed  Forces  (36  U.S.C.  178)  do  hereby  proclaim  that,  as  a  mark  of  respect  to 
the  memory  of  these  brave  men,  the  flag  of  the  United  States  shall  be  flown  at 
half-staff  on  all  buildings,  grounds  and  naval  vessels  of  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  throughout  the  United  States  and  its 
Territories  and  possessions  upon  notification  of  the  provisions  of  this  Procla¬ 
mation  until  sunset  on  Friday,  May  9. 

I  also  direct  that  the  flag  shall  be  flown  at  half-staff  for  the  same  length  of  time 
at  all  United  States  embassies,  legations,  consular  offices,  and  other  facilities 
abroad,  including  all  military  facilities  and  naval  vessels  and  stations. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  sixth  day  of  May, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  and  eighty,  and  of  the  Independence 
of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  fourth. 


|FR  Doc.  80-14439 
Filed  5-7-80;  11:44  am] 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
7  CFR  Part  2 

Delegations  of  Authority  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  General 
Officers  of  the  Department;  Revision 
of  Delegations  of  Authority 

agency:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
ACTION:  Final  rule.  • 

summary:  This  document  revises  the 
delegations  of  authority  to  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  International 
Affairs  and  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
for  Commodity  Programs. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  8, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  Siegler,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  Washington,  D.C.,  (202-447- 
6035). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  April  14, 1980  (45  FR 
25039),  the  delegations  of  authority  from 
the  Under  Secretary  for  International 
Affairs  and  Conunodity  Programs 
contained  in  7  CFR  2.63  were  amended 
to  reflect  the  establishment  of  the 
positions  of  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
International  Affairs  and  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  Commodity  Programs.  It 
was  provided  that  in  the  absence  of  the 
Under  Secretary,  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretaries  would  perform  the  duties  of 
the  Under  Secretary  in  the  order  in 
which  the  respective  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  has  taken  ofbce.  Upon  further 
consideration,  it  has  been  determined 
that  during  the  absence  or  unavailability 
of  the  Under  Secretary,  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  International 
Affairs  should  perform  the  duties  of  the 
Under  Secretary  with  respect  to 
International  Affairs  matters,  and  the 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Commodity 
Programs  should  perform  the  duties  of 


the  Under  Secretary  with  respect  to 
Commodity  Program  matters  and  that 
either  Deputy  Under  Secretary  would 
act  in  the  area  of  the  other  only  during 
the  absence  or  unavailability  of  the 
other  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

Accordingly,  §  2.63  of  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

Subpart  H— Delegations  of  Authority 
by  the  Under  Secretary  for 
international  Affairs  and  Commodity 
Programs 

§  2.63  Deputy  Under  Secretaries  for 
International  Affairs  and  for  Commodity 
Programs. 

(a)  Delegations.  Pursuant  to  §  2.21, 
subject  to  reservations  in  §  2.22  and 
subject  to  policy  guidance  and  direction 
by  the  Under  Secretary,  the  following 
delegations  of  authority  are  made  to  the 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
International  Affairs  and  the  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  for  Commodity 
Programs,  to  be  exercised  only  during 
the  absence  or  unavailability  of  the 
Under  Secretary: 

(1)  Perform  all  the  duties  and  exercise 
all  the  powers  which  are  now  or  which 
may  hereafter  be  delegated  to  the  Under 
Secretary  for  International  Affairs  and 
Commodity  Programs:  Provided,  That 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
International  Affairs  shall  only  exercise 
those  authorities  delegated  in  §  2.21  (b) 
and  (c)  during  the  absence  or 
vmavailability  of  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  Commodity  Programs,  and 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary  for 
Commodity  Programs  shall  only 
exercise  those  authorities  delegated  in 
§  2.21  (a)  and  (d)  during  the  absence  or 
unavailability  of  the  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  International  Affairs. 

(5  U.S.C.  301  and  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2 
of  1953) 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

Dale  E.  Hathaway, 

Under  Secretary  for  International  A ffairs  and 
Commodity  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14261  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-01-M 


7  CFR  Part  25 

Amendment  To  Allow  Compensation 
to  Advisory  Committee  Members 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  document  amends 
§  25.18  to  provide  for  possible 
compensation  to  advisory  committee 
members.  Ciurent  regulations  prohibit 
advisory  committee  members  from  being 
reimbursed  for  other  than  per  diem  and 
travel  allowances,  unless  such  payment 
is  requiring  by  statute.  This  portion  of 
the  regulations  is  being  amended  to 
provide  that  the  Departmental 
Committee  Management  Offf cer  may,  at 
the  request  of  a  sponsoring  agency, 
approve  payment  to  advisory  committee 
members  for  whom  payment  is  not 
mandated  by  statute.  Such  action  will 
be  taken  only  if  the  sponsoring  agency 
can  provide  sufficient  justification.  This 
change  is  intended  to  provide  the 
Department  with  increased  flexibility 
and  efficiency  in  the  management  of 
advisory  committees. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  8, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Carolyn  Wright,  Management  Staff,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250  202-447-9895. 

Accordingly,  §  25.18  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  25.18  Pay  guidelines. 

Members  of  advisory  committees  may 
receive  travel  and  per  diem  allowances 
in  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulations,  but  shall  receive  no 
compensation  unless  such  is  specifically 
mandated  by  statute  or  unless  the 
Committee  Management  Officer  has 
approved  payment  of  such 
compensation  in  advance.  If 
compensation  is  specifically  mandated 
by  statute,  but  the  statute  does  not 
specify  a  rate  of  compensation,  the 
agency  which  provides  support  services 
shall  review  the  significance,  scope  and 
technical  complexity  of  the  matters  with 
which  the  advisory  committee  is 
concerned  and  the  qualification  required 
of  its  members  and  shall  recommend  to 
the  Committee  Management  Officer  the 
rate  of  pay  for  members.  This 
recommendation  shall  be  forwarded,  in 
duplicate,  through  the  Management 
Staff.  If  approved,  the  original  shall  be 
endorsed  by  the  Committee 
Management  Officer  and  returned  to  the 
agency.  If  an  agency  seeks  permission 
from  the  Committee  Management 
Officer  to  pay  members  of  an  advisory 
committee  for  whom  compensation  is 
not  mandated  by  statute,  the  agency 
shall  prepare  and  submit  to  the 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
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through  the  Management  Staff,  a  request 
for  such  permission.  This  request  shall 
include  justification  for  payment  of 
compensation  to  the  advisory  committee 
members  and  for  the  proposed  rate  of 
pay  for  such  members.  If  approved,  the 
agency  will  be  notified  in  writing  by  the 
Management  Staff.  The  rate  of  pay  in 
either  case  shall  not  exceed  the  daily 
equivalent  of  the  maximum  rate  of  pay 
for  GS-15. 

This  rule  relates  to  internal  agency 
management  and,  therefore,  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedures 
with  respect  thereto  are  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  this  rule 
effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Further,  since  this  rule  relates  to  internal 
agency  management,  it  is  exempt  from 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  12044, 
“Improving  Government  Regulations." 

(5  U.S.C.  301:  sec.  8,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat. 

773,  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I):  secs.  1801-1809,  Pub,  L. 
95-113,  91  Stat.  1401,  [7  U.S.C.  2281-2289)) 
Dated:  April  30, 1980. 

Joan  S.  Wallace, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  80-13932  Filed  S-7-B0;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3410-01-M 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

7  CFR  Part  907 

[Navel  Orange  Regulation  492] 

Navel  Oranges  Grown  in  Arizona  and 
Designated  Part  of  California; 
Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  California-Arizona 
navel  oranges  that  may  be  shipped  to 
market  during  the  period  May  9-15, 

1980.  Such  action  is  needed  to  provide 
for  orderly  marketing  of  fresh  navel 
oranges  for  this  period  due  to  the 
marketing  situation  confronting  the 
orange  industry. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  9, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  regulation  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
907),  regulating  the  handling  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 


Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  This  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Navel  Orange 
Administrative  Committee  and  upon 
other  available  information.  It  is  hereby 
found  that  this  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1979-80  which  was 
designated  significant  under  the 
procedures  of  Executive  Order  12044. 
The  marketing  policy  was  recommended 
by  the  committee  following  discussion 
at  a  public  meeting  on  October  30, 1979. 
A  final  impact  analysis  on  the  marketing 
policy  is  available  from  Malvin  E. 
McGaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch,  F&V, 

AMS,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
May  6, 1980  at  Los  Angeles,  California, 
to  consider  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  of  supply  and  demand  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  navels 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specified  week.  The  committee 
reports  the  demand  for  navel  oranges 
continues  to  be  active. 

It  is  further  found  that  there  is 
insufficient  time  between  the  date  when 
information  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  and  when 
the  action  must  be  taken  to  warrant  a  60 
day  comment  period  as  recommended  in 
E.0. 12044,  and  that  it  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to 
give  preliminary  notice,  engage  in  public 
rulemaking,  and  postpone  the  effective 
date  until  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553).  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specified,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

§  907.792  Navel  Orange  Regulation  492. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantities  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
California  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  May  9, 1980,  through  May  15, 
1980,  are  established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1: 1,400,000  cartons: 

(2)  District  2:  Unlimited  cartons: 

(3)  District  3:  Unlimited  cartons: 

(4)  District  4:  Unlimited  cartons. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “Handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3," 
“District  4,’^  and  “carton”  mean  the 
same  as  defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C, 
601-674) 


Dated:  May  7, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14437  Filed  5-7-80;  11:39  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3410-03-M 


7  CFR  Part  908 

[Valencia  Orange  Regulation  645:  Valencia 
Orange  Regulation  644,  Arndt.  1] 

Valencia  Oranges  Grown  in  Arizona 
and  Designated  Part  of  California; 
Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  establishes  the 
quantity  of  fresh  California-Arizona 
Valencia  oranges  that  may  be  shipped 
to  market  during  the  period  May  ^May 
15, 1980,  and  increases  the  quantity  of 
such  oranges  that  may  be  so  shipped 
during  the  period  May  2-May  8, 1980. 
Such  action  is  needed  to  provide  for 
orderly  marketing  of  fresh  Valencia 
oranges  for  the  periods  specified  due  to 
the  marketing  situation  confronting  the 
orange  industry. 

dates:  The  regulation  becomes  effective 
May  9, 1980,  and  the  amendment  is 
effective  for  the  period  May  2-May  8, 
1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  regulation  and  amendment  are 
issued  under  the  marketing  agreement, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  908,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  908),  regulating  the 
handling  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California.  The  agreement  and  order  are 
effective  under  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C  601-674).  The  action 
is  based  upon  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  and 
upon  other  available  information.  It  is 
hereby  found  that  the  action  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1979-80  which  was 
designated  significant  under  the 
procedures  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

The  marketing  policy  was  recommended 
by  the  committee  following  discussion 
at  a  public  meeting  on  January  22, 1980. 

A  final  impact  analysis  on  the  marketing 
policy  is  available  from  Malvin  E. 
McGaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch,  F&V, 

AMS,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202^7-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
May  6, 1980,  at  Los  Angeles,  California, 
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to  consider  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  of  supply  and  demand  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  deemed  advisable  to  be 
handled  during  the  speciHed  weeks.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges  continues  to  be  active. 

It  is  further  found  that  there  is 
insufficient  time  between  the  date  when 
information  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  and  amendment 
are  based  and  when  the  actions  must  be 
taken  to  warrant  a  60-day  comment 
period  as  recommended  in  E.0. 12044, 
and  that  it  is  impracticable  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  to  give  preliminary 
notice,  engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  and  the  amendment 
relieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
Valencia  oranges.  It  is  necessary  to 
effectuate  the  declared  purposes  of  the 
act  to  make  these  regulatory  provisions 
effective  as  specified,  and  handlers  have 
been  apprised  of  such  provisions  and 
the  effective  times. 

§  908.945  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
645. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
California  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  May  9, 1980,  through  May  15, 
1980,  are  established  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1: 195,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2: 214,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  241,000  cartons. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton"  mean  the  same  as  deRned 
in  the  marketing  order. 

Paragraph  (a)  in  §  908.944  Valencia 
Orange  Regulation  644  (45  FR  29002),  is 
hereby  amended  to  read: 

§  908.944  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
644. 

(a)*  *  * 

(1)  District  1: 162,000  cartons; 

(2)  District  2: 182,000  cartons; 

(3)  District  3:  306,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  May  7, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 

|FR  Dqc.  B0-1443S  Filed  5-7-80;  11:39  am| 
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Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
7CFRPart  1430 

Dairy  Products;  1979-80  Price  Support 
Program  for  Miik 

agency:  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
(CCC),  USDA. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Federal  law  requires  that  the 
support  price  for  milk  be  adjusted  at 
midyear  (April  1)  to  reflect  any 
estimated  change  in  the  parity  index 
during  the  preceding  six  months. 
Because  the  parity  index  from  October 
1, 1979,  the  beginning  of  the  current 
marketing  year,  to  March  31, 1980, 
increased  7.6  percent,  the  support  prices 
of  $11.22  per  hundredweight  is  increased 
to  $12.07,  effective  April  1, 1980.  The 
announced  price  is  for  milk  containing 
3.5  percent  milkfat.  This  price  is 
equivalent  to  $12.36  for  milk  containing 
3.67  percent  milkfat. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  1, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Procurement  and  Sales 
Division,  ASCS,  USDA,  5741  South 
Building,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington, 
D.C.  20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Donald  Friedly,  Agricultural  Economist, 
Dairy  Branch,  Procurement  and  Sales 
Division,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  5741  South  Building,  P.O. 
Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C.  20013,  (202- 
447-3571).  The  Final  Impact  Statement 
describing  the  options  considered  in  this 
Rnal  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
on  request  from  Donald  E.  Friedly. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
Rnal  rule  has  been  reviewed  under  the 
USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  1955  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044,  and 
has  been  classified  “not  significant” 
under  those  criteria. 

Section  201  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  by  the  Food  and 
Agriculture  Act  of  1977,  requires  that  the 
support  price  for  milk  be  adjusted  at 
midyear  to  reflect  any  estimated  change 
in  the  parity  index  (index  of  prices  paid 
by  farmers,  interest,  taxes  and  wage 
rates)  during  the  first  six  months  of  the 
marketing  year.  In  that  regard,  based  on 
the  parity  index  published  in  the  March 
31, 1980,  “Agricultural  Prices”  report, 
and  the  revised  index  for  September 
published  in  the  January  31, 1980, 
“Agricultural  Prices”  report  the  parity 
index  increased  7.6  percent  between 
October  1, 1979,  the  beginning  of  the 
marketing  year,  and  April  1, 1980. 

On  December  21, 1979,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 


75650)  inviting  comments  concerning  the 
semiannual  adjustment  in  the  support 
price  for  milk  and  the  prices  and  terms 
of  purchase  by  CCC  of  butter,  cheese, 
and  nonfat  dry  milk.  On  December  19,  a 
similar  notice  was  also  issued  in  a 
USDA  press  release. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

The  Department  received  60  written 
comments  from  dairy  farmers,  dairy 
cooperatives  and  associations,  general 
farm  organizations,  dairy  product 
manufacturers,  dealers  and  their  trade 
associations,  consumers,  and  other 
farm-interested  persons  and 
organizations.  Twenty-seven  comments 
included  recommendations  to  increase 
the  support  price.  Of  these,  14 
respondents  recommended  that  the 
support  price  be  adjusted  to  reflect  the 
change  in  the  parity  index,  and  five 
recommended  adopting  the  minimum  . 
legal  price  (both  of  these 
recommendations  would  have  resulted 
in  the  same  support  price);  eight 
recommended  a  level  of  support  at  80 
percent  of  parity;  one  favored  85  percent 
of  parity,  and  two  favored  90  percent  of 
parity.  Two  respondents  recommended 
an  increase  without  specifying  the 
amount.  Nine  were  against  a  support 
price  increase,  and  one  did  not  favor 
support  between  80  and  90  percent  of 
parity.  One  respondent  recommended 
relating  the  support  level  to  the  percent 
of  marketings  removed  by  CCC. 

The  recommendations  of  the  14  dairy 
cooperatives  and  their  associations  who 
responded  are  summarized  as  follows: 
Thirteen  were  for  increasing  the 
manufacturing  margins  used  in 
calculating  CCC’s  purchase  prices;  12 
suggested  that  CCC  increase  the  markup 
on  the  sales  prices  of  dairy  products 
(none  recommended  continuation  of 
present  5  percent  markup);  five 
suggested  that  CCC  increase  the 
maximiun  acceptable  moisture  content 
of  nonfat  dry  milk  (NDM);  eight 
recommended  that  purchase  prices  to 
butter-NDM  manufacturers  and  cheese 
manufactiirers  be  increased  by  equal 
amounts  per  hundredweight  of  milk;  11 
requested  allocating  half  of  the  support 
price  increase  for  milk  to  the  purchase 
prices  of  butter  and  half  to  NDM;  three 
asked  that  CCC  continue  the  zero  value 
for  whey  in  calculating  the  purchase 
price  for  cheese,  and  seven 
recommended  that  the  whey  s.n.f.  value 
be  increased. 

Of  the  ten  consumers  responding, 
three  opposed  an  increase  in  support 
(and  one  of  these  recommended  phasing 
out  the  price  support  program);  five 
recommended  establishing  fair 
consumer  prices;  one  recommended  that 
CCC  purchase  fluid  milk  rather  than 
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manufactured  milk  products,  and  one 
opposed  support  between  80  and  90 
percent  of  parity. 

Support  Price  Adjustment 

After  considering  the  comments 
received  and  reviewing  the  supply- 
demand  situation,  it  is  determined  that 
the  support  price  for  manufacturing  milk 
be  increased  to  reflect  the  change  in  the 
parity  index  during  the  first  six  months 
of  the  marketing  year. 

The  decision  to  set  the  support  at  this 
level  results  from  a  review  of  the  dairy 
situation  up  to  and  including  March  28, 
1980.  The  latest  available  statistics  of 
the  Federal  Government  were  used  in 
making  determinations  under  this  rule. 
The  results  of  the  semiannual  support 
price  adjustment  for  the  1979-80 
marketing  year  were  described  in  USDA 
press  releases  issued  March  28  and  31. 

The  parity  index  was  866  on  October 
1, 1978  after  being  revised  upward  in 
January  1980  from  the  initial  published 
index  of  862.  The  parity  index  was  932 
on  April  1, 1980.  Thus,  the  support  price 
for  milk  is  increased  7.6  percent  to 
$12.07  per  hundredweight  effective  April 
1, 1980. 

During  October  1978-March  1979, 
monthly  milk  production  was  at  or  near 
levels  of  a  year  earlier.  During  the 
remainder  of  calendar  year  1979, 
however,  milk  production  was 
significantly  above  a  year  earlier  with 
year-to-year  increases  peaking  at  3.5 
percent  in  November  and  December.  In 
1980,  production  was  up  2.6  percent  in 
January  and  2.8  percent  in  February 
(adjusted  for  the  extra  day  in  leap  year). 

Following  the  establishment  of  the 
support  price  at  $11.22  per 
hundredweight,  effective  October  1, 

1979,  the  market  prices  of  butter,  cheese 
and  nonfat  dry  milk  moved  to  levels 
near  CCC’s  purchase  prices.  The  market 
prices  of  butter  and  cheese  declined 
while  the  prices  of  nonfat  dry  milk 
increased.  CCC  resumed  purchases 
(contraseasonally)  of  all  three  products 
and  by  the  end  of  February  1980 
removed  the  equivalent  of  2.0  billion 
pounds  of  milk,  compared  with  0.04 
billion  pounds  a  year  earlier.  The 
projected  CCC  removals  are  5.0  billion 
pounds  milk  equivalent  during  1979-80. 
This  compares  with  1.1  billion  pounds  in 
1979-80. 

The  support  price  is  set  at  $12.07,  the 
legal  minimum,  because  it  minimizes  the 
inflationary  impact  on  the  nation’s 
economy.  'The  resulting  85-cent  increase 
in  the  support  price  is  estimated  to  be  at 
least  sufficient  to  assure  an  adequate 
supply  of  milk  for  both  the  short  and 
long  term.  Any  larger  increase  in  the 
support  price  would  add  to  inflationary 
pressures,  encourage  surplus  milk 


production,  discourage  consumption, 
and  increase  taxpayer  costs. 

Relative  Increases  in  the  CCC  Purchase 
Prices  for  Butter  and  NDM 

The  support  increase  on  April  1, 1980, 
was  divided  equally  between  butter  and 
NDM.  Since  the  two  products  are  made 
from  the  same  whole  milk, 
manufacturers  must  receive  enough 
revenue  from  the  sale  of  both  products 
to  pay  a  given  price  for  milk  to 
producers.  In  the  past  several  years,  the 
price  support  increases  have  been 
divided  equally  per  hundredweight  of 
milk  between  butter  and  NDM,  based  on 
the  yield  of  each  product  from  100 
pounds  of  whole  milk. 

The  action  to  divide  the  increase 
equally  between  butter  and  NDM  is  not 
expected  to  encourage  abrupt  changes 
in  consumption,  production  and  CCC 
removal  patterns  for  these  products 
which  could  result  in  serious  disposal 
and  inventory  problems  for  CCC.  Since 
quantities  of  dairy  products  purchased 
by  CCC  in  1979-80  are  expected  to 
exceed  the  rate  of  dispositions,  CCC  will 
likely  increase  its  inventories  of  dairy 
products  during  the  coming  marketing 
year. 

Allocation  of  a  greater  share  of  the 
price  support  increase  to  the  butter 
purchase  price  would  result  in 
substantial  wholesale  and  retail  price 
increases  for  butter  and  other  high 
butterfat  items  such  as  ice  cream,  CCC 
outlets  for  butter  are  limited.  Butter 
purchased  in  excess  of  domestic 
donation  requirements  may  eventually 
have  to  be  converted  at  considerable 
expense  into  butteroil  before  it  could  be 
donated  abroad  under  the  P.  L.  480 
program 

Manufacturing  Margins 

The  manufacturing  margins  used  in 
calculating  the  CCC  purchase  prices  for 
dairy  products  were  last  increased  10 
cents  per  hundredweight  on  October  1, 
1979.  The  margins  used  in  the 
calculations  are  designed  to  reflect 
annual  average  costs  for  manufacturing 
cheese  and  butter/NDM.  The  level  of 
the  purchase  prices  should  be  such  that 
manufacturers  as  a  group  will  be  able  to 
pay  producers  the  announced  support 
price  for  milk.  If  average  manufacturing 
costs  exceed  the  manufacturing  margins, 
dairy  plants  would  not  realize  enough 
revenue  over  costs  to  pay  the  support 
price  to  farmers  when  market  prices  of 
dairy  products  are  at  or  near  CCC’s 
purchase  price  levels. 

The  same  margins  announced  on 
October  1, 1979,  are  continued  for  April- 
September  1980  because  another 
increase  is  not  necessary  at  this  time. 
Average  prices  received  by  producers 


since  last  October  have  been  near  or 
above  the  support  price.  This  indicates 
that  the  present  manufacturing  margins 
used  in  the  calculation  of  CCC  prices 
are  adequate.  Manufacturing  plants  will 
be  operating  closer  to  capacity  during 
the  rest  of  the  marketing  year,  which 
should  help  keep  unit  costs  down.  Also, 
increases  in  costs  are  continually  being 
moderated  by  the  efficiencies  associated 
with  technological  improvements  and 
trends  toward  fewer  and  larger  dairy 
manufacturing  plants. 

Whey  Solids  Not  Fat  (S.N.F.)  Value 

The  whey  s.n.f.  value  used  in 
calculating  CCC's  purchase  prices  for 
cheese  is  an  estimate  of  the  returns 
above  costs  realized  by  cheese 
manufacturers  for  processing  whey 
products.  Processing  costs  have  nearly 
always  exceeded  returns. 

The  primary  incentive  for  processors 
to  continue  processing  whey  in  recent 
years  has  been  to  avoid  environmental 
pollution  problems  associated  with 
other  means  of  disposal.  Market 
research  for  whey  products  has  also 
offered  a  modest  hope  of  improved 
prices.  Only  for  the  1974-75  and  1978-79 
marketing  years  have  estimates 
indicated  a  return  above  processing 
costs. 

Cheese  manufacturers  are  not 
expected  to  realize  a  return  over  costs 
on  whey  s.n.f.  when  CCC  is  purchasing 
cheese  under  the  dairy  price  support 
program  because  of  expected  surplus 
supplies  and  low  market  prices  for  whey 
products.  In  the  past  15  months,  dried 
whey  prices  have  remained  at  or  near 
the  cost  of  processing.  Trade  stocks  of 
whey  products  increased  sharply 
between  November  1, 1979  and  January 
31, 1980. 

Continuing  the  zero  return  for  whey 
s.n.f.  will  better  assure  that  cheese 
manufacturers  will  be  able  to  pay  milk 
producers  the  support  price  when  CCC 
is  buying  cheese  under  the  support 
program. 

Increase  the  Maximum  Acceptable 
Moisture  Content  of  NDM  Purchased  by 
CCC 

CCC  limits  the  moisture  content  of 
U.S.  Extra  Grade  NDM  purchased  under 
the  price  support  program  to  3.5  percent, 
although  the  U.S.  Extra  Grade  Standard 
permits  4.0  percent  moisture.  It  is  not 
advisable  for  CCC  to  raise  its  moisture 
limit  because  the  NDM  absorbs  moisture 
in  storage,  and  excessive  moisture 
causes  a  decline  in  quality.  NDM  sold  in 
commercial  channels  is  normally  used 
immediately,  while  that  purchased  by 
CCC  could  possibly  be  stored  for  as 
much  as  three  years.  Increasing  the 
acceptable  moisture  level  would 
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increase  the  risk  of  CCC  losses  since 
deterioration  in  storage  would  occur 
sooner. 

Sales  Prices 

Products  acquired  through  support 
purchases  will  be  offered  for  sale,  when 
available,  for  uiuestricted  use  at  prices 
105  percent  of  CCC’s  purchase  prices  in 
effect  at  time  of  sale  (allowing  for 
rounding]  but  not  less  than  market 
prices.  However,  for  September  1980,  the 
sales  prices  will  be  increased  to 
approximately  the  projected  purchase 
prices  to  be  in  effect  after  the  new 
support  price  is  announced  for  the  1980- 
81  marketing  year  beginning  October  1. 

This  action  assures  that  the  market 
prices  of  dairy  products  will  not 
increase  more  than  5  percent  from  April 
through  August.  Also,  it  precludes 
windfall  profits  or  the  appearance  of 
windfall  profits  on  September  CCC  sales 
at  the  105  percent  sales  price  level  if  the 
October  1  CCC  purchase  prices  are 
increased  more  than  5  percent. 

In  the  past,  CCC  has  removed  dairy 
products  from  the  sales  list  during  the 
month  prior  to  a  price  support  increase 
to  prevent  windfall  profits.  However, 
removing  products  from  the  sales  list 
could  result  in  sharp  increases  in  market 
prices  if  commercial  supplies  are  tight. 
There  is  a  strong  possibility  that 
supplies  will  be  tight  in  September 
because  production  of  dairy  products 
will  be  near  their  seasonal  lows  and 
commercial  stocks  will  be  at  minimum 
levels  because  of  high  interest  costs. 

Terminating  the  Program 

The  Secretary  is  required  by  law  (7 
U.S.C.  1446)  to  support  the  price  of  milk 
and  to  adjust  the  support  price 
semiannually  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
parity  index.  Comments  that  the 
program  be  terminated  were  not 
considered  for  that  reason. 

Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  subparagraphs  (a)(1), 
(b)(1)  and  (b)(2)  of  7  CFR  §  1430.282  are 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  1430— DAIRY  PRODUCTS 

§  1430.282  Price  support  program  for 
milk. 

(a)(1)  The  general  level  of  prices  to 
producers  for  milk  will  be  supported 
from  April  1  through  September  30, 1980, 
at  $12.07  per  hundredweight  for 
manufacturing  milk  containing  3.5 
percent  milkfat.  This  is  equivalent  to 
$12.36  per  hundredweight  for  milk  with 
the  U.S.  annual  average  milkfat  content 
of  3.67  percent. 

***** 


(b)(1)  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
will  accept  offers  of  butter,  Cheddar 
cheese,  and  nonfat  dry  milk  in  bulk 
containers  meeting  specifications  in  the 
announcements  at  the  following  prices: 

I  Dollars  per  pound) 


Commodity  and  location 

Produced 

before 

Apr.  1, 1980 

Produced 
on  or 
after 

Apr.  1, 
1980 

Cheddar  cheese;  Standard 
moisture,  37.8  to  39  pet.:  ’ 
40-pound  blo(;|(S,  U.S.  Grade  A 
Of  higher . 

$1.24 

$1.3250 

500  pounds  in  fiber  barrels, 

U.S.  Extra  Grade  * . . . 

1.21 

1.2950 

Nonfat  dry  milk:  Spray  process,  U.S. 
Extra  Grade:  ’ 

Nonfortified . 

.84 

.895 

Fortified  (vitamins  A  and  D)  ‘..... 

.8525 

.9075 

Butter  U.S.  Grade  A  or  higher 

New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Jersey 

City,  Newark  and  Secaucus, 
New  Jersey . 

1.34 

1.4325 

'The  price  for  cheese  which  contains  less  than  37.8  per¬ 
cent  moisture  shall  be  as  specified  in  Form  ASCS-150. 
Copies  are  available  in  offices  listed  in  (a)(4). 

‘Also  includes  granular  cheese. 

‘If  upon  inspection  bags  do  not  fully  comply  with  specifica¬ 
tions,  the  price  paid  wiH  be  subject  to  a  discount  of  .50  cent 

cent)  per  pound  of  nonfat  dry  milk. 

‘Nonfat  dry  milk  manufactured  and  fortified  with  vitamins  A 
and  D  on  or  between  Jan.  t  and  May  31,  1980  is  not  eligible 
for  offering  to  CCC.  Purchases  of  nonfat  dry  milk  fortified  with 
vitamins  A  and  D  will  be  resumed  on  June  1, 1980. 

(2)  The  price  for  butter  at  any  location 
not  specifically  provided  for  in  this 
section  is  the  price  set  forth  in  this 
section  for  New  York  City,  less  80 
percent  of  the  lowest  published 
domestic  railroad  through  freight  rate 
for  frozen  butter  in  effect  at  the 
beginning  of  the  1979-80  marketing  year 
(October  1],  from  such  other  point  to 
New  York  City.  The  appropriate  freight 
rate  will  be  calculated  on  a  per  pound 
gross  weight  basis  for  a  60,000-pound 
carlot.  However,  the  price  at  any 
location  shall  be  not  less  than  the 
purchase  price  at  New  York  City  minus 
3.0  cents  per  pound.  For  any  location  in 
Wisconsin,  the  price  shall  not  exceed 
the  purchase  price  at  Chicago,  Illinois, 
which  for  butter  produced  on  or  after 
April  1, 1980,  is  $1.4058  per  pound.  In  the 
area  consisting  of  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
Maryland  and  Virginia,  CCC  will 
purchase  bulk  butter  produced  only  in 
that  area.  Butter  produced  in  other  areas 
is  ineligible  for  offering  to  CCC  in  those 
States. 

***** 

(Secs.  301,  401,  Pub.  L.  439,  81st  Cong.,  63  Stat. 
1052, 1054,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1446, 1421); 
Secs.  4  and  5,  Pub.  L.  806,  80th  Cong.,  62  Stat. 
1070, 1072,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  714  b  and 
c)) 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April  30, 
1980. 

Ray  Fitzgerald, 

Executive  Vice  President,  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14069  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-WE-18-AD;  Arndt.  39-3767] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-9  Series  Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviaton 
Administration  (FAA)  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  which 
requires  inspection  for  cracks,  and 
repair  or  replacement  as  necessary,  of 
window  belt  frames  and  surrounding 
fuselage  structure  on  McDonnell 
Douglas  Model  DC-9  series  airplanes. 
The  AD  is  prompted  by  reports  of 
fuselage  skin  cracks  which  could  result 
in  rapid  depressurization. 

DATES:  Effective  May  12, 1980. 
Compliance  schedule — As  prescribed  in 
the  body  of  the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  The  applicable  service 
information  may  be  obtained  from: 
McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation,  3855 
Lakewood  Boulevard,  Long  Beach, 
California  90846,  Attn:  Director  of 
Publications  and  Training  CI-750(54-60). 

Also,  a  copy  of  the  service 
information  may  be  reviewed  at,  or  a 
copy  obtained  from; 

Rules  Docket  in  Room  916,  FAA,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or 
Rules  Docket  in  Room  6W14,  FAA 
Western  Region,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Hawthorne,  California 
90261. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jerry  Presba,  Executive  Secretary, 
Airworthiness  Directive  Review  Board, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Western  Region,  P.O.  Box  92007,  World 
Way  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90009.  Telephone:  (213)  536- 
6351. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
have  been  reports  of  skin  cracks  in  the 
area  of  the  window  belt  frames  on 
McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC-9  series 
aircraft  which  would  result  in  rapid 
cabin  decompression  if  corrective  action 
to  limit  crack  growth  were  not 
undertaken.  Since  this  condition  is  likely 
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to  exist  or  develop  in  other  airplanes  of 
the  same  type  design,  an  airworthiness 
directive  is  being  issued  which  requires 
inspection  for  cracks,  and  repair  or 
replacement  as  necessary,  of  window 
belt  frames  and  surrounding  structure  on 
McDonnell  Douglas  Model  DC-9  series 
airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
the  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are 
impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13]  is 
amended,  by  adding  the  following  new 
airworthiness  directive: 

McDonnell  Douglas:  Applies  to  Model  DC-9- 
10,  -20,  -40,  -50  Series  airplanes 
including  Military  C9A,  C9B,  and  VC-9C 
airplanes  certihcated  in  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  crack  development  which  could 
result  in  rapid  cabin  depressurization, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  On  airplanes  with  35,000  or  more 
landings  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
within  600  additional  landings,  inspect  the 
left  and  right  hand  window  belt  panels  and 
adjacent  structure  for  cracks  using  eddy 
current  methods  as  prescribed  in  McDonnell 
Douglas  Alert  Service  Bulletin  A53-142,  dated 
March  24, 1980. 

(b)  On  airplanes  with  more  than  25,000,  but 
less  than  35,000  landings  on  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  within  1,000  additional  landings, 
inspect  per  paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD. 

(c)  On  airplanes  with  more  than  20,000,  but 
less  than  25,000  landings,  on  or  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  within  4,000 
additional  landings  or  prior  to  the 
accumulation  of  26,000  landings,  whichever 
occurs  first,  inspect  per  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
AD. 

(d)  Repeat  the  inspections  required  by 
paragraphs  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  this  AD  at 
intervals  not  to  exceed  4,000  landings  or  one 
year,  whichever  occurs  first,  since  the  last 
such  inspection. 

(e)  Repair  any  fuselage  skin  cracks  prior  to 
further  flight  per  methods  described  in 
McDonnell  Douglas  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
A53-142,  dated  March  24. 1980,  or  install 
placard  in  plain  view  of  pilot  reading 
"Pressurized  Flight  Prohibited,"  and  reinspect 
per  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (d]  of  this 
AD.  Note:  See  also  paragraph  (g)  of  this  AD 
for  alternate  repairs. 

(f)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  to  a  base  for  the 
accomplishment  of  inspections  required  by 
this  AD. 

(g)  Repairs  of  fuselage  skin  cracks  may  be 
accomplished  per  McDonnell  Douglas  DC-9 
Drawing  ]060131.  Such  repairs  must  be 


visually  inspected  periodically  within  2,000 
landings  or  6  months,  whichever  occurs  first, 
and  must  be  replaced  by  repairs 
accomplished  per  McDonnell  Douglas 
Drawing  J060109  within  4,000  landings  from 
effective  date  of  this  AD.  After 
accomplishment  of  repairs  per  McDonnell 
Douglas  Drawing  J060109,  reinspect  aircraft 
per  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (d]  of  this 
AD. 

(h)  Alternative  inspections,  modifications 
or  other  actions  which  provide  an  equivalent 
level  of  safety  may  be  used  when  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
FAA  Western  Region. 

(i)  Report  any  cracks  found  as  a  result  of 
this  inspection  by  airmail  letter  within  five 
days  of  crack  discovery  to:  FAA  Western 
Region,  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division, 
World  Way  Postal  Center,  P.O.  Box  92007, 

Los  Angeles,  California  90009. 

Reports  should  include  the  following: 

DC-9  Window  Belt  Inspection 

Operator  - 

“N"  Number,  Model  - 

Landings  - 

Crack  Location 

(Fuselage  Station  &  Water  Line,  &  Length)  — 

Disposition  - 

(Reporting  approved  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  under  0MB  No.  04- 
R0174). 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
May  12, 1980. 

(Secs.  313(a],  601.  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a], 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.89) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on  April 
24, 1980. 

W.  R.  Frehse, 

Acting  Director,  FAA  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  60-13777  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  Number  79-CE-18] 

Designation  of  Federai  Airways,  Area 
Low  Point  Routes,  Controiied  Airspace 
and  Reporting  Points;  Designation  of 
Transition  Area;  Herington,  Kans. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  nature  of  this  federal 
action  is  to  designate  a  700-foot 
transition  area  at  Herington,  Kansas,  to 
provide  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  a  new  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  Herington  Municipal 
Airport,  Herington,  Kansas,  based  on 
the  Non-Directional  Radio  Beacon 
(NDB),  a  navigational  aid  being  installed 
on  the  airport.  The  intended  effect  of 
this  action  is  to  ensure  segregation  of 


aircraft  using  the  new  approach 
procedure  under  Instrument  Flight  Rules 
(IFR)  and  other  aircraft  operating  under 
Visual  Flight  Rules  (VFR). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  10,  1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Benny  J.  Kirk,  Airspace  Specialist, 
Operations,  Procedures  and  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  AC]^538, 
FAA,  Central  Region,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106, 
Telephone  (816)  374-3408. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  An 
instrument  approach  procedure  to 
Herington  Municipal  Airport.  Herington, 
Kansas,  is  being  established  based  on  a 
Non-Directional  Radio  Beacon  (NDB),  a 
navigational  aid  being  installed  on  the 
airport  by  the  City  of  Herington.  This 
radio  facility  will  provide  new 
navigational  guidance  for  aircraft 
utilizing  the  airport.  The  establishment 
of  an  instrument  approach  procedure 
based  on  this  approach  aid  entails  the 
designation  of  a  transition  area  at 
Herington,  Kansas,  at  and  above  700 
feet  above  the -ground  (AGL)  within 
which  aircraft  are  provided  air  traffic 
control  service.  The  intended  effect  of 
this  action  is  to  ensure  segregation  of 
aircraft  using  the  new  approach 
procedure  under  Instrument  Flight  Rules 
(IFR)^nd  other  aircraft  operating  under 
Visual  Flight  Rules  (VFR). 

Discussion  of  Conunents 

On  page  11509  of  the  Federal  Register 
dated  February  21, 1980,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  published  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  which 
would  amend  Section  71.181  of  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so 
as  to  designate  a  transition  area  at 
Herington,  Kansas.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  this  rule 
making  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  proposal  to  the 
FAA.  No  objections  were  received  as  a 
result  of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 

Accordingly,  Subpart  G.  Section 
71.181  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  71.181)  as 
republished  on  January  2. 1980,  (45  FR 
445),  is  amended  effective  0901  GMT, 

July  10, 1980,  by  adding  the  following 
new  transition  area: 

Herington,  Kans. 

That  airspace  extending  upwards  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  the  Herington  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  38°41'55''  N;  longtitude  96°48'27"  W), 
and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  NDB 
facility  OUT  bearing  extending  from  the  6.5- 
mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  NE  of  the  NDB, 
and  within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  NDB 
facility  168°T  bearing;  extending  from  the  6.5- 
mile  radius  area  to  8.5  miles  SE  of  the  NDB. 
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Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979), 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on  April 
24, 1980. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director,  Central  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-13778  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-SO-92] 

Designation  of  Transition  Area, 
Eiberton,  Ga. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  designates  the 
Eiberton,  Georgia,  700-foot  Transition 
Area.  A  new  public  use  instrument 
approach  procedure  (VOR/DME  RWY 
10)  has  been  developed  to  the  Elbert 
County-Pa tz  Field  Airport  and 
additional  controlled  airspace  is 
required  to  protect  aircraft  Instrument 
Flight  Rule  (IFR)  operations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  29, 1980. 
address:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 

Georgia  30320. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Harlen  D.  Phillips,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636,  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30320;  telephone:  404-763-7646. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  Monday, 
January  28, 1980  (45  FR  6413),  which 
proposed:  (1)  designation  of  the 
Eiberton,  Georgia,  Transition  Area,  (2)  a 
standard  instrument  approach 
procedure,  VOR/DME-A,  utilizing  the 
Electric  City  VORTAC,  and  (3)  airport 
operating  status  change  from  VFR  to 
IFR.  No  objections  were  received  from 
this  notice. 

During  the  comment  period,  a 
determination  was  made  that  an  imdue 
burden  would  be  placed  on  IFR  aircraft 
operations  in  the  Anderson,  South 
Carolina  area  because  of  inadequate 
two-way  radio  communications  between 
aircraft  operating  at  Eiberton  and  FAA 


Approach  Control  at  Greer,  South 
Carolina. 

A  VOR/DME  RWY  10  instrument 
approach  procedure,  utilizing  the  Athens 
VORTAC,  has  been  developed  which 
permits  nonconflicting  instrument 
operations.  Two-way  radio 
communications  between  aircraft 
operating  in  the  vicinity  of  Eiberton  and 
the  Atlanta  Air  Route  Traffic  Control 
Center  are  satisfactory. 

The  Elbert  County-Patz  Field 
operating  status  is  hereby  changed  from 
VFR  to  IFR. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  Subpart  G,  §  71.181  (45 
FR  445)  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  71)  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  May  29, 
1980,  by  adding  the  following: 

Eiberton,  Ga 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  Elbert  County-Patz  Field  Airport 
(lat.  34*05'42"N.,  long.  82‘’49'05"W.). 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec. 
6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
signihcant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
ciurent  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Georgia,  on  April  24, 
1980. 

George  R.  LaCaille, 

Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

(FR  Doa  80-14067  Piled  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-ASW-62] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area:  Lake  Charles,  La.; 
Correction 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Correction  to  Hnal  nile. 

summary:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rule  relating  to  the  alteration  of 
control  zone  and  transition  area  at  Lake 
Charles,  La.  published  at  45  FR  17003, 
March  17, 1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  10, 1980. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kenneth  L  Stephenson,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch  (ASW-535),  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101; 
telephone  817-624-4911,  extension  302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Federal 
Register  Document  80-7895  was 
published  on  March  17, 1980  (45  FR 
17003),  and  altered  the  control  zone  and 
transition  area  at  Lake  Charles,  La. 
Inadvertently,  in  the  description  of  the 
control  zone,  the  extension  to  the  east 
was  not  properly  described,  and  action 
is  taken  herein  to  correct  the 
description.  This  correction  is  a  minor 
matter  upon  which  the  public  would 
have  no  particular  desire  to  comment. 
Therefore,  notice  and  public  procedure 
are  uimecessary. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  F  and  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  as  republished  (45  FR  356) 
and  (45  FR  445)  are  amended,  effective 
0901  GMT,  July  10, 1980,  as  follows. 

In  Subpart  F.  71.171  (45  FR  356),  the 
Lake  Charles,  La.,  control  zone  is  altered 
as  follows: 

Lake  Charles,  La. 

That  airspace  within  a  5-miIe  radius  of 
Lake  Charles  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
30°07'32"N.,  longitude  93*13'22"W.)  within  2.5 
miles  each  side  of  the  Lake  Charles  VORTAC 
256”  radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
area  to  6  miles  east  of  the  airport. 

In  Subpart  G,  71.181  (45  FR  445),  the 
Lake  Charles,  La.,  transition  area  is 
altered  as  follows: 

Lake  Charles,  La. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  ground  within  an  8  '^mile 
radius  of  the  Lake  Charles  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  30*or32"N..  longitude  93'’13'22"W.). 
(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is 
not  significant  under  Executive  Order 
12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical 
requirements  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current  and 
promote  safe  flight  operations,  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that 
this  action  does  not  warrant  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  evaluation. 
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Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  April  28, 
1980. 

Ramon  A.  Alvarez, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  BO-14269  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Parts  71  and  73 

[Airspace  Docket  No  79-WE-7] 

Special  Use  Airspace;  Restricted  Area 
Designation,  Florence,  Ariz. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  establishes  and 
designates  as  controlled  airspace 
Restricted  Areas  R-2310A,  R-2310B,  and 
R2310C,  Florence,  Ariz.  These  areas  will 
contain  military  artillery  firing  which  is 
hazardous  to  nonparticipating  aircraft. 
Unauthorized  flight  operations  are 
prohibited  during  the  designated  time  of 
operation.  Normal  use  of  the  affected 
airspace  is  permitted  when  the  area  is 
not  being  used  for  hazardous  operations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  10,  1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
George  O.  Hussey,  Airspace  Regulations 
Branch  (AAT-230),  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division,  Air  Traffic 
Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  August  6, 1979,  (44  FR  45962)  the 
FAA  proposed  to  amend  Parts  71  and  73 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Parts  71  and  73)  to  establish  and 
designate  as  controlled  airspace 
Restricted  Areas  R-2310A,  R-2310B,  R- 
2310C,  R-2310D,  and  R-2310E.  The  five 
areas  proposed  have  been  reduced  to 
three  in  number,  however,  the  overall 
lateral  extent  of  the  combined  area  is 
the  same  as  the  proposal.  Designated 
altitudes  above  10,000  feet  MSL  are 
confined  to  a  smaller  area  than  in  the 
proposal.  Designation  as  controlled 
airspace  permits  joint  use  by 
nonparticipating  aircraft  during  those 
times  that  the  area  is  not  activated  for 
hazardous  activities.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  the 
rulemaking  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  on  the  proposal.  Four 
comments  were  received  in  response  to 
the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  of 
which  three  were  objections  and  one 
expressed  no  objection.  The  three 
objections  were  withdrawn  after  the 
comment  period  was  extended  and 


subsequent  agreement  by  the  proponent 
to  incorporate  the  changes  previously 
discussed.  Section  71.151  of  Part  71  and 
§  73.23  of  Part  73  were  republished  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1980 
(45  FR  346,  681). 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  §  71.151  of  Part  71 
and  §  73.23  of  Part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71 
and  73)  as  republished  (45  FR  346  and 
681)  establishes  and  designates  as 
controlled  airspace  joint  use  Restricted 
Areas  R-2310A,  R-2310B,  and  R-2310C, 
Florence,  Ariz.  Activities  to  be 
conducted  in  the  areas  include  artillery 
firing  and  helicopter  logistics  flights  in  a 
nonfiring  role.  Fixed  wing  aircraft  may 
occasionally  be  utilized  to  simulate 
tactical  air  support.  Time  of  use  for  the 
areas  will  be  a  minimum  of  18  weekends 
a  year,  normally  not  to  exceed  2 
weekends  for  any  given  month,  plus  one 
annual  15  day  training  period. 

Activation  will  be  by  NOTAM  at  least 
48  hours  in  advance. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
effective  0901  GMT,  July  10, 1980,  Parts 
71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Parts  71  and  73)  as 
republished  (45  FR  346  and  681)  are 
amended  as  follows: 

§  71.151  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  71.151  (45  FR  346)  after  “R- 
2308B  Yuma  East,  Ariz."  add: 

R-2310B  Florence,  Ariz. 

R-2310C  Florence,  Ariz. 

§73.23  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  73.23  (45  FR  681)  add: 

R-2310A  Florence,  Ariz. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat.  33°14'07"  N; 
long.  111°17'44"  W;  to  lat.  33°14'07'’  N;  long. 
111°14'52"  W;  to  lat.  33°04'45"  N;  long. 
111°19'30"  W:  to  lat.  33°03'40"  N;  long. 
111°22'40"  W;  to  lat.  33°09'41"  N:  long. 
111°21'15"  W;  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  10,000  feet 
MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent  by  NOTAM 
at  least  48  hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  FAA  Albuquerque  Air 
Route  Traffic  Control  Center. 

Using  agency.  Arizona  Army  National  Guard. 
R-2310B  Florence,  Ariz. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat.  33°12’20''  N; 
long.  111°19'09"  W;  to  lat.  33°12'20"  N;  long. 
111°15'45"  W;  to  lat.  33°06'42'’  N;  long. 
111°18'32"  W;  to  lat.  33°06'42"  N:  long.  ' 
111°21'57"  W;  to  lat.  33°09'41"  N;  long. 

.  111°21'15"  W;  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  10,000  feet  MSL  to 
17,000  feet  MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent  by  NOTAM 
at  least  48  hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  FAA  Albuquerque  Air 
Route  Traffic  Control  Center. 


Using  agency.  Arizona  Army  National  Guard. 
R-2310G  Florence,  Ariz. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat.  33“11'15"  N; 
long.  lll‘’20'00"  W:  to  lat.  33°11'15"  N:  long. 
111°16'17"  W:  to  lat.  33°06'42"  N;  long. 
111°18'32"  W;  to  lat.  33'’06'42"  N;  long. 
111°21'57"  W;  to  lat.  33°09'41''  N;  long. 
111°21'15"  W;  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  17,000  feet  MSL  to 
35,000  feet  MSL 

Time  of  designation.  Intermittent  by  NOTAM 
at  least  48  hours  in  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  FAA  Albuquerque  Air 
Route  Traffic  Control  Center. 

Using  agency,  Arizona  Army  National  Guard. 
(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C,  1348(a)  and  1354(a)):  Sec, 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
significant  under  Executive  Order  12044,  as 
implemented  by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 1979). 
Since  this  regulatory  action  involves  an 
established  body  of  technical  requirements 
for  which  frequent  and  routine  amendments 
are  necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight  operations, 
the  anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  1, 1980. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14173  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BlUING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  121 

Flight  and  Duty  Time  Regulations; 
Interpretation  Procedures 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Announcement  of  new 
procedures. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel  has  developed  a  new  procedure 
for  the  issuance  of  legal  interpretations 
of  Part  121  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  121),  Flight  and 
Duty  Time  regulations.  This  procedure  is 
intended  to  improve  the  interpretative 
process  and  is  part  of  a  continuing  effort 
by  the  FAA  to  give  the  public  an  early 
and  meaningful  opportunity  to 
participate  in  the  development  of  agency 
policy. 

DATE:  These  procedures  are  already  in 
use. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  P.  Faberman,  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence  Ave., 
SW„  Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone 
(202)  426-3073. 
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background:  Flight  and  duty  time 
regulations  governing  domestic,  flag, 
and  supplemental  air  carriers  and 
commercial  operators  of  large  aircraft 
are  contained  in  subparts  Q,  R,  and  S  of 
Part  121  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (FAR).  For  the  most  part, 
these  regulations  were  developed  in  the 
late  1930’s  or  1940’s.  They  have 
remained  unchanged  notwithstanding 
the  dramatic  changes  which  have 
occurred  in  air  carrier  operations  as  that 
industry  has  progressed  from  the  days  of 
the  DC-3  when  the  regulations  were 
written  to  the  present  environment  of 
the  turbojet  airplane  and  the  changes 
occurring  in  the  industry  as  a  result  of 
deregulation  and  other  factors. 

It  is  generally  recognized  that  these 
regulations  are  the  most  difficult  to 
understand  of  any  of  the  FAR.  This  is 
particularly  so  in  light  of  the  myriad  of 
different  factual  situations  to  which 
these  regulations  may  apply.  As  a 
consequence,  over  1,000  pages  of 
interpretations  have  been  issued  by  the 
FAA  over  the  years  applicable  to  these 
regulations.  In  short,  flight 
crewmembers  as  well  as  representatives 
of  the  air  carriers  have  found  the 
regulations  complex  and  in  some  cases 
confusing.  The  Agency  has  recognized 
for  some  time  that  there  is  an  urgent 
need  to  modernize  them  and  accomplish 
substantial  simplification.  Consequently, 
in  January,  1978,  the  Agency  issued  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (Notice 
78-3:  43  FR  8070  (2/27/78)),  to 
accomplish  those  goals  and  presently 
has  an  active  project  to  follow  through 
on  that  notice  and  the  comments 
received.  Pending  the  completion  of  that 
project,  of  course,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
continue  to  interpret  and  apply  the 
existing  regulations.  Requests  for  such 
interpretations  have  continued  to  be 
submitted  to  the  agency  on  a  regular 
basis.  These  interpretations  have 
consumed  substantial  amounts  of 
Agency  resources  and  those  of  air 
carrier  and  labor  organizations. 

The  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel  has 
decided  to  improve  the  interpretation 
process  and  to  lessen  a  burden  on  the 
agency  and  members  of  the  public 
through  a  new  procedure.  It  is  intended 
to  ensure  that  complete  and  accurate 
information  is  made  available  to  the 
FAA  regarding  each  request  and  that  all 
legal  interpretations  of  the  Part  121  flight 
and  duty  time  regulations  are  imiform 
and  consistent  and  made  available  to  all 
interested  parties.  This  is  consistent 
with  the  objectives  established  by 
President  Carter  in  Executive  Order 
12044.  Under  this  procedure,  persons 
outside  the  FAA  can  contribute  to  the 
rules  interpretation  process.  This  will 


ensure  that  prior  to  issuing  an 
interpretation,  all  facts  involved  are 
before  the  agency  reducing  the  need  for 
“follow-up”  interpretations.  It  will  also 
enable  the  FAA  to  take  advantage  of  the 
vast  amount  of  “flight-time”  expertise 
held  by  the  aviation  community. 

Under  the  new  procedure,  all  legal 
interpretations  will  be  issued  by  the 
Regulations  and  Enforcement  Division 
(AGC-200)  in  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
Office  of  Aviation  Standards.  This  will 
ensure  that  these  interpretations  are 
uniform.  Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  a 
copy  will  be  sent  for  comment  to  other 
persons  and  organizations  having  a 
primary  interest  in  the  question.  For 
example,  a  request  from  a  labor 
organization  will  be  furnished  to  the 
appropriate  air  carrier  organization  and 
any  other  labor  organization  determined 
to  be  interested  in  the  question. 

Requests  from  carrier  organizations  or 
individual  carriers  will  be  handled  in  a 
similar  manner.  A  request  from  an 
individual  crewmember  will  be  sent  to 
the  appropriate  carrier  and  labor 
organization,  but  if  the  individual 
desires  anonymity,  such  a  request 
should  accompany  the  request  for 
interpretation.  When  comments  are 
received  by  AGC-200,  an  interpretation 
will  be  prepared  and  furnished  to  the 
requestor,  parties  who  have  expressed 
an  interest  in  the  interpretation,  and  all 
FAA  Regional  Counsels. 

These  procedures  were  developed 
with  the  assistance  of  various  air  carrier 
organizations  and  representatives  of 
flight  crewmember  groups.  They 
provided  many  helpful  suggestions  and 
their  assistance  is  gratefully 
acknowledged.  Although  they  apply 
only  to  Part  121  flight  and  duty  time 
limitations  interpretations  requests,  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel  will 
periodically  review  the  need  for  using 
these  or  similar  procedures  in  rendering 
interpretations  on  other  regulations  as 
part  of  its  continuing  program  to 
increase  openness  in  government. 
Comments  are  solicited  from  the  public 
on  other  areas  of  the  regulations  to 
which  those  procedures  should  apply. 

The  Procedures 

Procedures  for  Issuance  of  Legal 
Interpretations  of  Part  121  Flight  and 
Duty  Time  Regulations 

1.  These  procedures  will  be  used  to 
respond  to  written  requests  for  legal 
interpretations  of  Part  121  flight  and 
duty  time  regulations.  They  may  be 
modified  or  discontinued  at  any  time  at 
the  election  of  the  Office  of  the  Chief 
Counsel. 


2.  In  order  to  ensure  uniformity  of 
interpretation  and  provide  better  service 
to  the  aviation  community,  all  legal 
interpretations  of  these  rules  will  be 
issued  by  the  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division  (AGC-200),  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Washington,  DC  20591. 
The  aviation  community  and  the  FAA 
Regional  Counsels  will  contribute  to  the 
interpretation  process  as  more  fully 
described  below. 

3.  All  requests  for  legal  interpretations 
will  be  directed  to  AGC-200.  With  the 
exception  of  repetitive  type  questions, 
AGC-200  will  furnish  copies  of  all 
requests  from  persons  outside  the  FAA 
to  the  interested  parties,  i.e.,  all 
organizations  which  have  notified  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel  that  they  are 
interested  in  receiving  such 
interpretations  for  their  comments.  As  of 
the  date  of  this  announcement,  those 
parties  are  as  follows:  Air  Transport 
Association  of  America  (ATA),  Air  Line 
Pilots  Association  (ALPA),  Allied  Pilots 
Association  (APA),  Flight  Engineers’ 
International  Association  (FEIA), 
National  Air  Carrier  Association 
(NACA),  and  Southwest  Flight  Crew 
Association  (SWCA).  Comments  must 
be  furnished  to  AGC-200  within  20  days 
of  the  AGC-200  letter  distributing  the 
request  for  comments.  Each  comment 
letter  should  provide  all  material 
relevant  to  the  question  submitted 
including  the  following: 

a.  Confirmation  that  the  facts  in  the 
request  are  fully  and  accurately  stated 
and  any  additional  facts  which  the 
commenter  believes  would  be  helpful  to 
the  FAA. 

b.  Copies  of  any  relevant  CAB,  CAA, 
and  FAA  interpretations  of  the 
regulation  and  its  predecessor 
regulation. 

c.  The  operational  practice  followed 
by  the  operator  and  how  long  the 
practice  has  existed. 

When  an  immediate  interpretation  is 
issued,  post  issuance  comments  will  be 
solicited. 

4.  The  person  submitting  the  comment 
also  should  send  a  copy  to  other 
interested  parties.  For  example,  ATA 
should  send  a  copy  of  its  comments  to 
each  of  the  following:  ALPA,  APA, 

FEIA.  NACA,  and  Southwest  Flight 
Crew  Association.  This  will  enable  the 
interested  organizations  to  comment  on 
the  arguments  and  positions  advocated 
by  others. 

5.  Labor  and  industry  organizations 
should  encourage  their  members  to 
submit  requests  for  interpretations 
through  their  organizations.  However, 
this  is  not  intended  to  discourage 
individual  members  from  writing 
directly  to  AGC-200.  An  individual 
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crewmember  who  desires  to  remain 
anonymous  should  include  an 
appropriate  statement  in  the  request  for 
interpretation. 

6.  AGC-200  will,  as  necessary,  solicit 
the  views  and  assistance  of  the  Regional 
Counsels  and  other  organizations  within 
the  FAA. 

7,  AGC-200  will  issue  the 
interpretation  to  the  requestor  and  will 
send  copies  to  the  other  interested 
persons  and  FAA  Regional  Counsels. 

The  Officer  of  Chief  Counsel 
welcomes  comments  or  suggestions  on 
these  procedures.  They  should  be 
furnished  to  the  Regulations  and 
Enforcement  Division  (AGC-200),  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 
Comments  and  suggestions  will  be 
acknowledged  and  the  commentor  will 
be  advised  of  their  disposition. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  April  24, 

1980. 

Clark  Onstad, 

Chief  Counsel. 

|FK  Doc.  80-13662  Filed  5-7-60;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Part  15 

Designation  of  a  Futures  Commission 
Merchant  To  Be  the  Agent  of  Foreign 
Brokers  and  Foreign  Traders 

agency:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission  has  added  a  new 
§  15.05  to  its  regulations.  Under  §  15.05, 
a  futures  commission  merchant  ("FCM”) 
is  designated  as  the  agent  of  foreign 
brokers  and  foreign  traders  which  have 
futures  contract  accounts  with  the  FCM 
for  purposes  of  accepting  delivery  and 
service  of  communications  issued  to 
them  by  the  Commission.  The  FCM 
would  also  be  designated  as  the  agent  of 
the  customers  of  a  foreign  broker  who 
have  positions  in  accounts  carried  by 
the  FCM  in  the  name  of  the  foreign 
broker.  These  requirements  do  not 
apply,  under  §  15.05(d),  where  a  foreign 
broker,  its  customer  or  a  foreign  trader 
executes  an  agency  agreement  with  any 
person  domiciled  in  the  United  States 
and  provides  a  copy  of  the  agreement  to 
any  FCM  effecting  futures  transactions 
for  the  foreign  entity.  The  FCM  must  file 
this  agreement  with  the  Commission. 
Section  15.00  (a)(1)  and  (a)(2)  provide 
new  definitions  of  “foreign  broker”  and 


“foreign  trader”  for  purposes  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations. 

The  Commission  is  adopting  these 
regulations  in  order  to  improve  its 
ability  to  communicate  with  foreign 
entities.  The  new  regulations  are 
intended  to  permit  the  Commission  to 
obtain  more  expeditiously  information 
needed  to  perform  its  market 
surveillance  and  enforcement  functions 
by  simplifying  the  manner  in  which  the 
Commission  may  communicate  with 
foreign  entities  engaged  in  futures 
trading. 

date:  Effective  on  June  9, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Maureen  A.  Donley  or  Mark  D.  Young, 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel, 
Commodity  Futines  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20581  (202)  254-9880. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  9, 1977,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a 
proposal  concerning  the  designation  of  a 
domestic  agent  to  receive  service  of 
Commission  documents  on  behalf  of 
foreign  persons  engaged  in  futures 
trading.'  Underlying  this  proposal  was 
the  Commission’s  interest  in  promptly 
ascertaining  essential  trading 
information  in  order  to  perform 
adequately  its  basic  function  of 
preserving  the  integrity  of  the  futures 
market,  llie  Commission  explained  that 
“(bjecause  of  communications 
difficulties  *  *  *’’  its  experience  in 
obtaining  information  from  foreign 
traders  has  not  been  uniformly 
successful.^  Subsequently,  the 
Commission  published  specific  rule 
proposals  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  16, 1979,  concerning  the 
appointment  of  an  agent  for  service  for 
foreign  persons. ’The  Commission  stated 
that  the  proposed  rules  would  permit  it 
to  commimicate  with  foreign  entities  in 
a  more  expeditious  manner,  thereby 
facilitating  Commission  regulation  of 
foreign  individuals  and  entities  engaged 
in  futures  trading  on  United  States 
commodity  exchanges.* 

After  reviewing  the  public  comments 
received  on  these  proposed  rules,  and  in 
response  to  many  of  these  comments, 
the  Commission  has  modified  the 
proposed  rules  and  is  adopting  these 
rules  as  modified. 

The  Present  Situation  Regarding 
Commission  Conununications  with 
Foreign  Market  Participants 

The  Commission  welcomes  foreign 
participation  on  United  States  markets. 


‘42  FR  62147  (Dec.  9. 1977). 
*42  FR  62148  (Dec.  9. 1977). 
*42  FR  28678  (May  16, 1977). 
*Id. 


Foreign  entities  presently  comprise  a 
significant  portion  of  the  traders  in 
various  commodities  on  domestic 
exchanges.  Nevertheless  by  engaging  in 
futures  trading  in  the  United  States, 
foreign  persons,  like  domestic  market 
participants,  become  subject  to  the 
regulatory  scheme  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act,  7  U.S.C.  1,  et  seg.  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations  thereunder.® 

One  aspect  of  this  scheme  requires 
the  Commission  to  perform  intensive 
market  surveillance,  including  collecting 
reports  from  and  otherwise 
communicating  with  both  domestic  and 
foreign  market  participants.  The 
Commission  may  seek  position  and 
other  data  from  large  traders  with 
respect  to  futures  and  cash  transactions 
under  Section  4i  of  the  Act,  7  U.S.C.  6i 
(1976).  In  certain  circumstances,  if  the 
Commission  needs  particular  market 
surveillance  information,  the 
Commission  may  issue  a  special  request 
for  information  under  Rules  18.05  or 
18.07, 17  CFR  18.05, 18.07  (1979),  or  a 
special  call  to  an  FCM,  a  member  of  a 
contract  market  or  a  foreign  broker 
under  Rule  21.02, 17  CFR  21.02  (1979).  In 
addition,  fi-om  time  to  time,  the 
Commission’s  surveillance  staff 
attempts  to  transmit  to  foreign  persons 
standard  correspondence  concerning 
their  market  activities.  This 
correspondence  must  be  delivered 
promptly  if  the  information  is  to  be 
helpful  to  a  foreign  person  who  is 
attempting  to  comply  with  CFTC 
reporting  and  other  requirements.  The 
Commission  must  also  issue  orders,  and 
serve  subpoenas,  summonses  and 
complaints  on  foreign  participants  in 
order  to  perform  its  enforcement 
functions.® 

The  Commission  has  experienced 
considerable  difficulty  in  having 
delivered  these  Commission 
communications  on  a  timely  basis  to 
certain  foreign  participants  in  certain 
foreign  countries.  In  the  past,  the 


*  As  the  Commission  explained  in  its  May  16, 1979 
Federal  Register  notice,  the  dehnition  of  “interstate 
commerce"  in  the  Act  embraces  transactions 
entered  into  by  persons  from  foreign  nations.  See 
Section  2(b)  of  the  Act,  7  U.S.C.  3  (1976).  See  also  44 
FR  28679,  n.  6  (May  16, 1979);  In  the  Matter  of 
Wiscope,  S.A.,  CFTC  Docket  No.  79-14,  [1977-1980 
Transfer  Binder]  CCH  Comm.  Fut.  L  Rep.  f  20,785 
(1979),  vacoted  on  other  grounds,  604  F.  2d  764  (2d 
Cir.  1979). 

*The  need  for  expeditious  communication  is 
exemplified  by  Section  6(b)  of  the  Act,  7  U.S.C.  9 
(1976),  under  which  the  Commission,  if  it  has  reason 
to  believ^  that  any  person  has  engaged  in,  or 
attempted,  a  price  manipulation  or  has  violated  any 
other  provision  of  the  Act  or  the  Commission's 
regulations,  may  notify  such  person  that  an 
administrative  hearing  will  be  held  in  not  less  than 
three  days,  at  which  time  such  person  would  be 
required  “to  show  cause  why  an  order  should  not  be 
made  prohibiting  him  from  trading  on  or  subject  to 
the  rules  of  any  contract  market  *  * 
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Commission  has  attempted  to  send 
documents  directly  to  foreign  persons  by 
registered  mail  or  telex.  The 
Commission  has  been  informed  that  this 
procedure  may  offend  certain  nations 
which  impose  restrictions  on  the  ability 
of  a  foreign  government  or  agency  to 
send  communications  directly  to  citizens 
or  firms  of  that  nation.  Under  the  laws 
of  these  countries,  the  Commission,  or 
any  other  foreign  governmental  entity, 
may  be  prohibited  from  sending  any 
form  of  communication  directly  to  firms 
or  traders.  Moreover,  the  Commission 
has  been  informed  that  certain 
communications  necessary  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act  and  due  process  may  be 
perceived  as  offensive  by  officials  in 
other  countries,  and  for  this  reason, 
would  not  be  delivered  to  the  traders  or 
brokers. 

In  order  to  avoid  offending  the  laws  or 
interests  of  these  countries,  the 
Commission  has  followed  a  somewhat 
circuitous  and  time-consuming  route  in 
attempting  to  deliver  written 
communications.  The  Commission  has 
determined  that  this  procedure  is 
incompatible  with  the  Commission’s 
need  for  timely  surveillance  data  which 
will  enable  it  to  assess  accurately 
conditions  in  the  fast-moving  futures 
markets.  The  present  procedure  not  only 
delays  the  Commission’s  ability  to 
obtain  surveillance  data,  but  also,  in 
some  circumstances,  totally  precludes 
the  Commission  from  obtaining  this 
information  since  local  authorities  in 
certain  countries  have  from  time  to  time 
refused  to  deliver  the  Commission’s 
communications. 

Public  Comment  Received  on  the  May 
16, 1979  Proposal 

The  rules  proposed  on  May  16, 1979 
would  have  required  a  foreign  broker  to 
file  with  the  Commission  a  written 
agreement  designating  a  domestic  agent 
for  service  and  delivery  of  Commission 
communications  as  a  condition  to 
effecting  futures  transactions  on  a 
contract  market  in  the  United  States.  An 
FCM  would  have  been  prohibited  from 
effecting  a  transaction  unless  he  first 
obtained  and  maintained  a  copy  of  the 
required  agreement.  A  foreign  broker 
also  would  have  been  required  to 
obtain,  generally,  the  written  consent  of 
each  of  its  customers  that  the  foreign 
broker’s  agent  for  service  and  delivery 
of  Commission  communications  also 
serve  as  the  customer’s  agent  for  that 
purpose.’ 

’44  FR  28682  (May  16, 1979).  The  proposed  rules 
would  have  also  required  a  foreign  broker  to  obtain 
the  consent  of  its  customers  in  writing  to  disclose  to 
the  Commission  their  identity,  market  positions  and 
any  other  required  information. 


The  proposed  rules  would  also  have 
required  an  FCM  with  whom  a  foreign 
trader  dealt  directly  to  execute  an 
agreement  with  the  foreign  trader 
authorizing  the  FCM  to  serve  as  the 
foreign  trader’s  agent  for  Commission 
communications.  The  FCM  would  have 
been  required  to  maintain  the  written 
agreement  for  its  records  and  to  furnish 
a  copy  of  the  agreement  to  the 
Commission  upon  request.  Foreign 
traders  who  filed  with  the  Commission 
an  agreement  authorizing  a  person 
domiciled  in  the  United  States  to  serve 
as  the  foreign  trader’s  agent  would  not 
have  been  subject  to  the  proposed 
rules.® 

The  most  frequent  public  comment  on 
the  proposed  rules  was  that  these  rules 
were  unnecessary.  Commentators 
suggested  that  the  Commission  had  not 
demonstrated  that  its  present  extensive 
regulatory  authority  and  scheme  were 
insufHcient  to  deal  adequately  with 
problems  posed  by  foreign  participants 
in  futures  trading.  As  explained  earlier, 
the  Commission  disagrees.  The 
Commission  has  determined  that  its 
ability  to  communicate  with  foreign 
entities  in  a  timely  manner  is 
unsatisfactory  at  the  present  time. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  has 
determined  to  adopt  §  15.05  in  order  to 
permit  it  to  administer  better  the 
pervasive  regulatory  scheme  referred  to 
by  the  commentators. 

Several  of  the  commentors  on  the 
proposed  rule  suggested  that  the 
requirement  of  a  specific  written  agency 
agreement  would  involve  undue 
paperwork  and  that  the  added  costs 
would  chill  foreign  participation  in 
United  States  markets.  In  response  to 
these  comments,  the  Commission 
modibed  §  15.05  to  remove  the 
requirement  of  a  specific  written  agency 
agreement  between  the  FCM  and  the 
foreign  entity.  However  the  purpose  of 
the  express  written  agreement — to 
provide  notice  to  the  foreign  person  of 
the  provisions  of  §  15.05 — will  be 
accomplished  by  the  explanation  of  the 
FCM  required  under  §  15.05(c),  as 
adopted.  FCM  is  free,  of  course,  to 
provide  this  explanation  in  writing  to 
the  foreign  person  or  to  include  the 
explanation  in  its  customer  agreement 
with  the  foreign  person. 

The  Commission  also  believes  that  an 
express  written  consent  agreement 
between  a  foreign  broker  and  its 
customers — which  was  required  by  the 
proposed  rules — is  unnecessary  since 
any  person  who  transacts,  or  has 
transacted  on  its  behalf,  business  on  a 
U.S.  contract  market  has  thereby 
subjected  itself  to  the  requirements  of 

*44  FR  28682-28683  (May  16, 1979). 


the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations.®  The  Commission  expects 
that  foreign  brokers  have  been  and  are 
presently  informing  their  customers  of 
these  requirements  prior  to  opening  an 
account.  Again,  the  foreign  broker  is  free 
to  obtain  a  written  consent  to  this  effect 
from  its  customers. 

Some  commentators  objected  that  the 
appointment  of  a  domestic  agent  for 
service  might  cause  a  foreign  broker  or 
trader  to  be  amenable  to  suits  in  the 
United  States  which  are  unrelated  to 
Commission  communications  or 
enforcement  proceedings.  The 
Commission  does  not  intend  to  cause 
this  result  by  providing  for  a  limited 
agency  relationship  between  an  FCM 
and  foreign  persons  dealing  with  the 
FCM.  By  adopting  Section  15.05,  the 
Commission  is  authorizing  an  FCM  to 
accept  delivery  and  service  only 
Commmission  communications  which 
relate  to  futures  contracts  carried  by  the 
FCM  for  the  foreign  broker  or  trader.*® 

Other  commentators  objected  that  the 
proposed  rules  reflected  the 
Commission’s  failure  to  appreciate  the 
international  nature  of  the  futures 
markets  in  regulates  and  the  interests  of 
foreign  nations  in  maintaining 
confidentiality  of  their  citizen’s  business 
affairs.  The  Commission  does  not 
believe  that  the  international  nature  of 
futures  trading  exempts  foreign 
participants  in  trading  those  contracts 
from  the  requirements  of  United  States 
law.**  Nor  does  the  Commission  believe 
that  by  ensuring  an  effective  and 
expeditious  means  of  communicating 
with  foreign  persons,  the  Commission 
has  evidenced  any  insensitivity  to  the 
interests  of  foreign  nations.  In  fact, 

§  15.05,  as  adopted,  accommodates 
those  interests  by  removing  the  prospect 
that  the  Commission  will  have  to 
communicate  directly  with  citizens  of 
foreign  nations. 

*In  the  Matter  of  Wiscope,  S.A.,  supra. 

"’Commentators  also  expressed  concern  that  the 
proposed  rules  would  cause  unintended  tax 
consequences  in  the  United  States.  In  response  to 
this  concern,  tha  Commission  requested  an  opinion 
from  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  The 
Chief  of  the  Corporation  Tax  Branch  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  in  responding  to  the  request  stated 
that  the  “appointment  of  an  agent  in  the  United 
States  to  accept  delivery  and  service  of 
communications  on  behalf  of  a  foreign  broker  or 
trader  should  not  affect  the  status  of  such  a  foreign 
broker  or  trader  ‘who  would  otherwise  be  treated  as 
not  being  engaged  in  trade  or  business  within  the 
United  States'  under  section  864(b)(2)(B)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code.” 

"  See  /n  the  Matter  of  Wiscope,  S.A.,  supra. 

Indeed,  the  proposed  rules  were  intended  to 
facilitate  compliance  with  existing  regulatory 
requirements  rather  than  imposing  new  substantive 
duties  upon  foreign  persons  trading  in  U.S.  futures 
markets.  Section  15.05,  as  adopted,  is  also  designed 
merely  to  facilitate  compliance  with  existing 
authority. 
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Finally,  one  commentator  questioned 
the  Commission’s  statutory  authority  to 
require  foreign  persons  to  designate  an 
agent.’* The  Commission  is  adopting 
§  15.05  in  order  to  facilitate  its  exercise 
of  existing  authority  to  obtain  trading 
data  from,  and  serve  certain  notices 
upon,  foreign  entities.  Section  15.05 
should  provide  a  fair  but  effective 
system — consistent  with  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  parity  of 
treatment  of  foreign  and  domestic 
participants  in  futures  trading — by 
which  the  Commission  may 
expeditiously  communicate  with  foreign 
brokers  and  traders  to  the  same  extent  it 
now  communicates  with  domestic 
market  participants.  If  the  Commission 
institutes  an  administrative  proceeding 
against  a  foreign  person  ”  or  attempts  to 
obtain  information  from  a  foreign  person 
concerning  its  participation  in  the 
futures  markets,”  the  rights  and 
interests  of  the  person  will  be  better 
protected  by  the  prompt  notification  of 
the  Commission’s  action  or  request 
which  §  15.05  will  provide.  The  method 
of  service  provided  under  §  15.05  is,  in 
the  Commission’s  view,  reasonably 
calculated  to  notify  promptly  the  person 
to  whom  the  communication  has  been 
issued  and  affords  him  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard  in  any  legal  proceeding. 

Moreover,  the  Commission  believes 
that  the  new  rules  will  ensure  that  the 
Commission  will  be  in  a  position  to 
receive  quickly  market  data  which  the 
Commission  has  found  is  necessary  in 
determining  whether  there  exists  a 
threat  of  manipulation,  comer  or  other 
major  market  disturbance.  ”  Section 
15.05  is  also  consistent  with  the  policies 
embodied  in  Section  2(a)(1)  of  the  Act,  7 
U.S.C.  4,  insofar  as  that  Section 
expressly  provides  a  principal-agent 
relationship  between  an  FCM  and  a 
party  for  whose  benefit  the  FCM  effects 


'’The  Commission  is  aware  that  in  1974  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  did 
not  include  in  its  version  of  amendments  to  the  Act 
a  provision  that  would  have  had  an  effect  similar  to 
§  15.05.  See  S.  2837,  93d  Cong.,  1st  Sess.  section 
303(b)(2)  pecember  20, 1973).  The  Committee  did 
not  explain  its  basis  for  not  doing  so.  Since  that 
time,  the  Commission  has  speciHcally  informed 
Congress  that  it  was  prepared  to  adopt  the 
proposals  which  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  9, 1977  and  included  the 
agent  for  service  rule.  See  Hearings  on  HR.  10285 
Before  the  Subcommittee  on  Conservation  and 
Credit  of  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  95  th 
Cong.,  2d  Sess.  624,  627  (1978):  Hearings  on  the 
Reauthorization  of  the  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission  Before  the  Subcommittee  on 
Agricultural  Research  and  General  Legislation  of 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture,  Nutrition,  and 
Forestry,  95th  Cong.,  2d  Sess.  Pt.  II,  411  (1978). 

“Section  6(b)  of  the  Act.  7  U.S.C.  9  (1976). 

’‘Rules  18.05, 18,07,  and  21.02, 17  CFR  18.05, 18.07 
and  21.02  (1978). 

“Sections  3,  6(b),  8a(9)  of  the  Act,  7  U.S.C.  5, 9 
and  12a(9)  (1976). 


futures  transactions.’® Therefore,  §  15.05 
will  serve  to  effectuate  the  provisions 
and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  is  well 
within  the  Commission’s  general 
rulemaking  authority.” 

Summary  of  the  Adopted  Rules 

In  order  to  implement  the  adoption  of 
new  §  15.05,  the  Commission  has 
clarified  and  added  certain  definitions 
for  purposes  of  its  regulations 
concerning  foreign  brokers  and  foreign 
traders.’® New  §  15.00(a)(1)  redefines  a 
"foreign  broker’’  as  any  person  who 
“resides  or  is  domiciled”  outside  of  the 
United  States,  its  territories  or 
possessions  and  carries  an  account  in 
commodity  futures  for  any  other  person. 
This  is  a  technical  amendment  which 
has  been  adopted  to  remove  any 
ambiguity  that  may  have  been  caused 
by  the  term  “located”  used  in  the 
present  definition.  Similarly,  in 
§  15.00(a)(2),  a  “foreign  trader”  has  been 
defined  as  any  trader  who  resides  or  is 
domiciled  outside  of  the  United  States, 
its  territories  or  possessions. 

The  Commission  has  also  added  new 
definitions  for  purposes  of  §  15.05  in 
new  §  15.05(a):  “futures  contract”  is 
defined  as  any  contract  for  the  purchase 
or  sale  of  any  commodity  for  future 
delivery  traded  or  executed  on  or 
subject  to  the  rules  of  any  contract 
market;  “customer”  is  defined  as  any 
person  for  whose  benefit  a  foreign 
broker  makes  or  causes  to  be  made  any 
futures  contract;  and  “communication” 
is  defined  as  any  summons,  complaint,  • 
order,  subpoena,  special  call,  request  for 
information,  notice  as  well  as  other 
written  document  or  correspondence.’® 

As  adopted,  §  15.05(b)  provides  that 
any  FCM  who  makes  or  causes  to  be 
made  any  futures  contract  for  the 
account  of  any  foreign  broker  or  foreign 
trader  shall  thereupon  be  deemed  to  be 
the  agent  of  the  foreign  broker  or  the 
foreign  trader  for  purposes  of  accepting 
delivery  and  service  of  any 
communication  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  Commission  to  the  foreign  broker  or 
the  foreign  trader  with  respect  to  any 
futures  contracts  which  are  or  have 
been  maintained  in  such  accounts 


In  the  Matter  of  Wiscope,  S.A.,  supra, 
[1977-1980  Transfer  Binder]  CCH  Comm.  Fut.  L. 

Rep.  ^20,785  at  p.  23.198  n.  29. 

“Section  8a(5)  of  the  Act.  7  U.S.C.  12a(5)  (1976). 
See  Ames  v.  Merrill  Lynch,  567  F.2d  1174, 1177-78 
(2d  Cir.  1977).  See  also  Board  of  Trade  Clearing 
Corp.  V.  United  States,  [1977-1980  Transfer  Binder] 
CCH  Comm.  Fut.  L  Rep.  ]I20,534,  pp.  22,206-207 
(D.D.C.  1978),  affirmed.  No.  98-1263  (D.C.  Cir.  March 
30. 1979) 

“17  CFR,  Parts  15  through  21. 

''This  definition  encompasses  any  document 
which  the  Comission  may  serve  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure  or  any  document 
which  the  Commission  is  authorized  to  serve  under 
its  regulations. 
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carried  by  the  FCM.*®  The  FCM  is  also 
made  the  agent  of  customers  of  a  foreign 
broker  (including  any  customer  who  is 
also  a  foreign  broker  and  its  customers) 
who  have  positions  in  the  foreign 
broker’s  futures  contract  account  carried 
by  the  FCM,  for  purposes  of  Commission 
communications  to  the  customer  with 
respect  to  these  positions.  Where  a 
foreign  broker  or  foreign  trader  holds  a 
number  of  accounts  with  different 
FCMs,  the  agency  of  each  FCM  is 
related  to  only  those  accounts  carried 
by  the  FCM  for  the  foreign  broker  or 
foreign  trader.  Moreover,  the 
Commission  intends  that  only  FCMs 
who  have  a  direct  relationship  with  the 
accounts  of  a  foreign  broker  or  foreign 
trader  will  be  the  agent  of  the  foreign 
broker  or  foreign  trader.*’ 

Section  15.05(b)  is  designed  to 
eliminate  the  possibility  that  a  trader 
may  avoid  a  Commission  attempt  to 
communicate  with  that  trader  by  placing 
an  order  through  a  foreign  broker,  who 
then  places  the  same  order  in  its  own 
name  rather  than  the  trader’s  name  with 
yet  another  foreign  broker.  Section 
15.05(b)  explicitly  recognizes  that  a 
foreign  broker’s  customer  may  also  be  a 
foreign  broker  having  its  own  customers 
who  are  also  subject  to  the  rule.** 

Section  15.05(b)  further  provides  that 
communications  issued  by  or  on  behalf 
of  the  Commission  which  are  served  or 
delivered  to  an  FCM  pursuant  to  the 
agency  provided  under  that  Section 
shall  constitute  valid  and  effective 
service  or  delivery  upon  the  foreign 
broker,  a  customer  of  the  foreign  broker 


“The  Commission  intends  that  the  words  "by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  Commission"  be  interpreted 
broadly  and  encompass  all  Commission-related 
communications.  For  example,  the  Commission 
intends  this  language  to  include  subpoenas  issued 
by  an  authorized  Commission  employee  as  provided 
for  in  Section  6(b)  of  the  Act,  7  U.S.C.  §  15.  as 
amended  by  the  Futures  Trading  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L 
No.  95-405,  section  13(3),  92  Stat.  871  (1978). 

"For  example,  if  a  foreign  trader  opens  an 
account  with  an  FCM  who  is  not  a  member  of  the 
contract  market  where  the  foreign  trader’s  futures 
transactions  are  to  be  effected,  the  FCM  will 
typically  place  the  order  with  a  member  FCM  in 
order  to  establish  the  futures  positions.  Under 
S  15.05(b),  the  non-member  FCM  would  be  the  agent 
of  the  foreign  trader  since  that  FCM  had  direct 
contact  with  the  foreign  trader.  This  FCM  is 
presently  required  to  file  reports  concerning  the 
foreign  trader's  positions  under  Part  17  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  17  CFR,  Part  17  (1979). 

"For  example,  if  foreign  trader  A  places  an  order 
for  a  futures  contract  with  foreign  broker  B  who 
places  the  order  in  its  name  with  foreign  broker  C 
who  then  places  the  order  through  its  customer 
omnibus  account  carried  by  FCM  X,  this  FCM  is  the 
agent,  under  §  15.05(b),  of  foreign  trader  A,  as  well 
as  foreign  broker  B  and  foreign  broker  C. 

The  definition  of  “customer”  in  §  15.05(a)  makes 
this  clear.  Under  this  deHnition,  foreign  trader  A  is 
the  customer  of  both  foreign  broker  B  and  foreign 
broker  C  since  foreign  trader  A  is  the  person  “for 
whose  benefit”  foreign  broker  B  and  foreign  broker 
C  made  or  caused  to  be  made  the  futures  contract. 
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or  the  foreign  trader.  Under  §  15.05(b)  an 
FCM  who  has  been  served  with  or  to 
whom  there  has  been  delivered  such  a 
Commission  communication  is  required 
to  transmit  a  Commission 
communication  promptly  and  in  a 
manner  which  is  reasonable  under  the 
circumstances,  or  in  any  manner 
specified  by  the  Commission  in  the 
communication,  to  the  foreign  broker, 
customer  of  the  foreign  broker  or  the 
foreign  trader.  The  Commission  does  not 
intend  that  the  agency  created  under  the 
new  rule  will  subject  foreign  entities  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  state  or  federal  courts 
in  matters  imrelated  to  communications 
issued  by  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Commission  or  that  the  FCM  will  serve 
as  a  foreign  person’s  agent  for  purposes 
of  communications  issued  by  other 
federal  agencies. 

In  addition,  the  Commission  does  not 
intend  for  a  foreign  person  to  transmit 
its  communication  to  the  Commission 
through  the  FCM  which  acts  as  the  agent 
for  service  of  the  foreign  person.  Rather, 
the  Commission  expects  foreign  brokers 
and  foreign  traders  to  transmit  their 
responses  to  Commission 
communications  directly  to  the 
Commission.  The  agency  of  the  FCM 
exists  only  for  purposes  of  Commission 
communications  to  foreign  persons. 

Section  15.05(c)  makes  it  unlawful  for 
any  futures  commission  merchant  to 
open  a  futures  contract  account  for,  or  to 
effect  transactions  in  futures  contracts 
for  an  existing  account  of,  a  foreign 
broker  or  foreign  trader  unless  the 
futures  commission  merchant  informs 
the  foreign  broker  or  foreign  trader  prior 
thereto,  in  any  reasonable  manner 
which  the  futures  commission  merchant 
deems  to  be  appropriate,  of  the 
requirements  of  §  15.05. 

Section  15.05(d)  provides  a  foreign 
entity  with  the  freedom  to  select  as  its 
agent  any  person  domiciled  in  the 
United  States.  Under  this  subsection,  the 
requirements  of  §  15.05(b)  and  §  15.05(c) 
are  made  inapplicable  to  an  FCM  if  the 
foreign  broker,  customer  of  a  foreign 
broker,  or  foreign  trader  for  whose 
benefit  the  FCM  carries  an  account  has 
duly  executed  and  maintains  in  effect  an 
agency  agreement  in  compliance  with 
§  15.05(d)  with  a  person  domiciled  in  the 
United  States.*® 

This  agreement  must  authorize  the 
person  domiciled  in  the  United  States  to 


"If  a  customer  of  a  foreign  broker  does  not  wish 
to  have  an  FCM  with  whom  the  foreign  broker 
carries  an  account  serve  as  the  customer's  agent, 
the  customer  may  also  take  advantage  of  the 
provisions  of  §  15.05(dl.  Of  course,  a  written 
agreement  provided  by  an  individual  customer  of  a 
foreign  broker  in  compliance  with  §  15.05(d]  does 
not  relieve  the  FCM  of  the  agency  duties  it  must 
perform  for  the  foreign  broker  and  its  other 
customers  under  §  lS.0S(b]  and  (c). 


serve  as  the  agent  of  the  foreign  broker 
and  customers  of  the  foreign  broker  or 
the  foreign  trader  for  purposes  of 
accepting  delivery  and  service  of  all 
communications  issued  by  or  on  behalf 
of  the  Commission  to  the  foreign  broker, 
customers  of  the  foreign  broker,  or 
foreign  trader.  The  agreement  must  also 
specify  an  address  in  the  United  States 
where  the  agent  will  accept  delivery  and 
service  of  Commission  communications. 
Thus,  §  15.05(d)  enables  a  foreign 
broker,  a  customer  of  a  foreign  broker  or 
a  foreign  trader  who  trades  through 
many  FCMs  to  have  one  agent  for 
accepting  delivery  and  service  of 
Commission  communications  rather 
than  many  agents. 

Under  S  15.05(d)  the  foreign  person 
must  provide  a  copy  of  the  agreement  to 
the  FCM  prior  to  the  opening  of  the 
account,  or  placing  orders  for 
transactions  in  futures  contracts  for  an 
existing  accoimt.  The  agreement  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  by  the  FCM 
prior  to  opening  an  account  for  the 
foreign  broker  or  foreign  trader  or 
effecting  transactions  in  futures 
contracts  for  an  existing  account  of  a 
foreign  broker  or  foreign  trader.  Of 
course,  until  the  FCM  receives  this 
agreement  and  files  it  with  the 
Commission,  the  FCM  is  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  §  15.05  (b)  and  (c). 

Section  15.05(d)  further  requires  a 
foreign  broker,  customer  of  a  foreign 
broker  or  foreign  trader  to  notify  the 
Commission  immediately  if  the  agency 
agreement  is  terminated,  revoked  or 
otherwise  no  longer  in  effect.  Under  this 
subsection,  i|  the  FCM  knows  or  should 
know  of  the  expiration  or  other 
termination  of  the  agency  agreement  the 
FCM  must  also  notify  the  Commission 
immediately.  Of  course,  once  this 
agency  agreement  is  terminated, 
revoked  or  is  otherwise  no  longer  in 
effect,  the  futures  commission  merchant 
and  the  foreign  broker,  customers  of  the 
foreign  broker  or  foreign  trader  become 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  §  15.05  (b) 
and  (c).  unless  a  new  agency  agreement, 
which  comports  with  §  15.05(d),  is 
executed,  provided  to  the  FCM,  and 
filed  with  the  Commission. 

In  adopting  these  rules,  the 
Commission  has  taken  into 
consideration  the  public  interest  to  be 
served  by  the  anti-trust  laws  and  has 
endeavored  to  take  the  least  anti¬ 
competitive  means  of  achieving  the 
regulatory  objectives  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  in  Sections 
2(a)(1),  3, 4i,  6(b)  and  8a(5)  of  the 
Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as  amended. 

7  U.S.C.  4.  5,  6i,  9  and  12a(5),  the 


Commission  hereby  amends  17  CFR  Part 
15  as  follows: 


1.  Section  15.00  is  amended  by 
redesignating  the  title  of  §  15.00,  by 
redesignating  the  current  §  15.00(a)  as 
§  15.00(a)(1),  and  by  adding  a  new 

§  15.00(a)(2)  as  follows: 

§  15.00  Definition  of  terms  used  in  Parts 
15  to  21  of  this  chapter. 

(a)(1)  “Foreign  broker"  means  any 
person  who  resides  or  is  domiciled 
outside  of  the  United  States,  its 
territories  or  possessions  and  carries  an 
account  in  commodity  futures  contracts 
traded  on  any  contract  market  for  any 
other  person. 

(2)  "Foreign  trader”  means  any 
trader  (as  defined  in  paragraph  (e)  of 
this  section)  who  resides  or  is  domiciled 
outside  of  the  United  States,  its 
territories  or  posessions. 

2.  A  new  §  15.05  is  added  as  follows: 

§  15.05  Designation  of  a  Futures 
Commission  Merchant  to  be  the  Agent  of 
Foreign  Brokers,  Customers  of  Foreign 
Brokers  and  Foreign  Traders. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  this  section  the 
term  "futures  contract”  means  any 
contract  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  any 
commodity  for  future  delivery  traded  or 
executed  on  or  subject  to  the  rules  of 
any  contract  market:  the  term 
"customer”  means  any  person  for  whose 
benefit  a  foreign  broker  makes  or  causes 
to  be  made  any  futures  contract;  and  the 
term  “commimication”  means  any 
summons,  complaint,  order,  subpoena, 
special  call,  request  for  information, 
notice  as  well  as  any  other  written 
document  of  correspondence. 

(b)  Any  futures  commission  merchant 
who  makes  or  causes  to  be  made  any 
futures  contract  for  the  accoimt  of  any 
foreign  broker  or  foreign  trader  shall 
thereupon  be  deemed  to  be  the  agent  of 
the  foreign  broker  or  the  foreign  trader 
for  purposes  of  accepting  delivery  and 
service  of  any  communication  issued  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  to  the 
foreign  broker  or  the  foreign  trader  with 
respect  to  any  futures  contracts  which 
are  or  have  been  maintained  in  such 
accounts  carried  by  the  futures 
commission  merchant.  In  the  case  of  a 
futures  commission  merchant  who 
makes  or  causes  to  be  made  any  futures 
contract  for  the  account  of  a  foreign 
broker,  the  futures  commission 
merchant  shall  also  be  the  agent  of  the 
customers  of  the  foreign  broker 
(including  any  customer  who  is  also  a 
foreign  broker  and  its  customers)  who 
have  positions  in  the  foreign  broker's 
futures  contract  account  carried  by  the 
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futures  commission  merchant  for 
purposes  of  accepting  delivery  and 
service  of  any  communication  issued  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  to  the 
customer  with  respect  to  any  futures 
contracts  which  are  or  have  been 
maintained  in  such  accounts  carried  by 
the  futures  commission  merchants. 
Service  or  delivery  of  any 
communication  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  Commission  to  a  futures  commission 
merchant  pursuant  to  such  agency  shall 
constitute  valid  and  effective  service  or 
delivery  upon  the  foreign  broker,  a 
customer  of  the  foreign  broker  or  the 
foreign  trader.  A  futures  commission 
merchant  who  has  been  served  with,  or 
to  whom  there  has  been  delivered,  a 
communication  issued  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  Commission  to  a  foreign  broker,  a 
customer  of  the  foreign  broker  or  the 
foreign  trader  shall  transmit  the 
communication  promptly  and  in  a 
manner  which  is  reasonable  under  the 
circumstances,  or  in  a  manner  specified 
by  the  Commission  in  the 
communication,  to  the  foreign  broker,  a 
customer  of  the  foreign  broker  or  the 
foreign  trader. 

(c)  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  futures 
commission  merchant  to  open  a  futures 
contract  account  for,  or  to  effect 
transactions  in  futures  contracts  for  an 
existing  account  of,  a  foreign  broker  or 
foreign  trader  unless  the  futures 
commission  merchant  informs  the 
foreign  broker  or  foreign  trader  prior 
thereto,  in  any  reasonable  manner 
which  the  futures  commission  merchant 
deems  to  be  appropriate,  of  the 
requirements  of  this  section. 

(d)  The  requirements  of  paragraphs 
(b)  qnd  (c)  shall  not  apply  to  any 
account  carried  by  a  futures  commission 
merchant  if  the  foreign  broker,  customer 
of  a  foreign  broker,  or  foreign  trader  for 
whose  benefit  such  account  is  carried 
has  duly  executed  and  maintains  in 
effect  a  written  agency  agreement  in 
compliance  with  this  paragraph  with  a 
person  domiciled  in  the  United  States 
and  has  provided  a  copy  of  the 
agreement  to  the  futures  commission 
merchant  prior  to  the  opening  of  an 
account,  or  placing  orders  for 
transactions  in  futures  contracts  for  an 
existing  account,  with  the  futures 
commission  merchant.  This  agreement 
must  authorize  the  person  domiciled  in 
the  United  States  to  serve  as  the  agent 
of  the  foreign  broker  and  customers  of 
the  foreign  broker  or  the  foreign  trader 
for  purposes  of  accepting  delivery  and 
service  of  all  communications  issued  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  to  the 
foreign  broker,  customers  of  the  foreign 
broker,  or  foreign  trader  and  must 
provide  an  address  in  the  United  States 


where  the  agent  will  accept  delivery  and 
service  of  communications  from  the 
Commission.  This  agreement  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  by  the  futures 
commission  merchant  prior  to  opening 
an  account  for  the  foreign  broker  or 
foreign  trader  or  effecting  transactions 
in  futures  contracts  for  an  existing 
account  of  a  foreign  broker  or  foreign 
trader.  Unless  otherwise  specified  by 
the  Commission,  the  agreements 
required  to  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  2033  K  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20581.  A  foreign 
broker,  customer  of  a  foreign  broker  or 
foreign  trader  shall  notify  the 
Commission  immediately  if  the  written 
agency  agreement  is  terminated, 
revoked  or  is  otherwise  no  longer  in 
effect. 

If  a  futures  commission  merchant 
carrying  an  account  for  a  foreign  broker 
or  foreign  trader  knows  or  should  know 
that  the  agreement  has  expired,  has 
been  terminated  or  is  otherwise  no 
longer  in  effect,  the  futures  commission 
merchant  shall  notify  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission  immediately.  If  the 
written  agency  agreements  expires, 
terminates  or  is  not  in  effect,  the  futures 
commission  merchant  and  the  fi^eign 
broker,  customers  of  the  foreign  broker 
or  foreign  trader  are  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of 
this  section. 

Issued  by  the  Commission  on  May  5, 1980. 
jane  K.  Stuckey, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14260  Filed  5-7-80;  &45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  100 
[CGD  5-80-06R] 

Safety  of  Life  on  Navigable  Waters 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  final  rule  details  the 
special  local  regulation  for  the  City  of 
Norfolk  HARBORFEST  regatta.  These 
special  local  regulations  are  established 
to  limit  access  to  and  control  the  vessel 
traffic  within  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
the  regatta. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  From  10:30  AM  EDST 
until  11:30  PM  EDST  on  May  24, 1980 
and  from  11:30  AM  EDST  until  6:00  PM 
EDST  on  May  25, 1980. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lieutenant  Commander  Ronald  T.  Via, 
c/o  Commander  (b).  Fifth  Coast  Guard 
District,  431  Crawford  Street, 
Portsmouth,  Virginia  23705  (804-398- 
6202). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

establishment  of  special  local 
regulations  is  authorized  by  46  U.S.C. 
454  and  33  CFR  100.35.  Due  to  the 
expected  congestion  at  the  time  of  the 
regatta  and  the  confined  nature  of  the 
waterway  these  regulations  are 
necessary  to  promote  the  safety  of  life 
on  the  Elizabeth  River  at  Norfolk  and 
Portsmouth,  Virginia.  The  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  which 
addressed  the  establishment  of  these 
regulations  and  solicited  public 
comment  (45  FR  23472,  April  7, 1980). 
Interested  persons  were  given  until 
April  13, 1980  to  submit  their  comments 
on  the  proposal.  Two  comments  were 
received. 

One  commentor  suggested  a  reduction 
in  the  size  of  the  area  originally 
proposed,  stating  that  such  reduction 
would  necessitate  a  change  in  the 
description  of  the  area.  Each  commentor 
also  requested  that  the  effective  dates 
and  times  of  the  regatta  be  expanded 
from  that  originally  proposed.  It  has 
been  determined  that  each 
recommended  change  materially 
improves  safety  in  the  area  under 
consideration.  Due  to  the  short  time 
period  remaining  before  the  regatta, 
these  changes  have  been  made  to  the 
original  proposal  and  a  period  for 
further  comment  has  not  been  provided. 
In  order  that  these  regulations  will  be 
effective  at  the  time  of  the  scheduled 
event,  they  will  be  effective  in  less  than 
30  days  from  publication.  These 
regulations  and  other  applicable  laws 
and  regulations  shall  be  enforced  by 
Coast  Guard  Officers  and  petty  officers 
on  board  Coast  Guard  and  private 
vessels  displaying  the  Coast  Guard 
ensign.  An  individual  or  organization 
who  violates  any  provision  of  these 
regulations  or  any  regulation  or  order 
issued  pursuant  to  these  regulations 
shall  be  subject  to  the  following 
penalties  as  provided  in  46  U.S.C.  457 
and  33  CFR  100.50:  (1)  A  licensed  officer 
shall  be  liable  to  suspension  or 
revocation  of  license  in  the  manner  now 
prescribed  by  law  for  incompetency  or 
misconduct.  (2)  Any  person  in  charge  of 
the  navigation  of  a  vessel  other  than  a 
licensed  officer  shall  be  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  $500.  (3)  The  owner  of  a 
vessel  (including  any  corporate  officer 
of  a  corporation  owning  the  vessel) 
actually  on  board  shall  be  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  $500,  unless  the  violation  of  • 
regulations  shall  have  occurred  without 
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his  knowledge.  (4)  Any  other  person 
shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  $250. 

Accordingly  Part  100  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
by  adding  the  following  section: 

§  100.35-501  Special  local  regulations. 

(a)  The  area  subject  to  these 
regulations  will  be  those  waters  of  the 
Elizabeth  River  and  its  branches  from 
shore  to  shore  and  bounded  by  the  L  36 
50  54N  on  the  north,  L  36  50 19N  on  the 
south,  and  the  Berkley  Bridge,  Longitude 
76 17 19W  on  the  east. 

(b)  Except  for  participants  in  the 
Norfolk  Harborfest  regatta  or  persons  or 
vessels  authorized  by  the  Coast  Guard 
Patrol  Commander,  no  person  or  vessel 
may  enter  or  remain  in  the  area  subject 
to  regulation. 

(c)  Persons  may  present  requests  for 
such  authorization  from  patrol  vessels 
displaying  the  Coast  Guard  ensign. 

(d)  The  operator  of  any  vessel  within 
50  yards  of  this  area  shall  stop  his 
vessel  immediately  and  proceed  as 
directed  by  any  Coast  Guard  Officer  or 
petty  officer  on  board  vessels  displaying 
a  Coast  Guard  ensign. 

(e)  Any  spectator  vessel  may  anchor 
in  areas  designated  by  the  Coast  Guard 
Patrol  Commander  and  in  compliance 
with  applicable  regulations  governing 
anchorage  grounds  and  special 
anchorage  areas. 

(f)  The  Coast  Guard  Patrol 
Commander  is  a  commissioned  officer  of 
the  Coast  Guard  who  has  been 
designated  by  the  Commander,  Fifth 
Coast  Guard  District.  The  Patrol 
Commander,  LT.  DONALD  HALE,  will 
be  stationed  at  the  reviewing  platform  at 
Town  Point,  Norfolk,  Virginia. 

(Sec.  1.  Pub.  L.  60-120.  35  Stat.  69  (46  U.S.C. 
454);  sec.  6(b)(1).  Pub.  L  89-670.  80  Stat.  937 
(49  U.S.C  1655(b)(1));  33  CFR  100.35. 49  CFR 
1.46(b)) 

Dated:  April  25. 1980. 

T.  T.  Wetmore  III, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  Commander, 
Fifth  Coast  Guard  District 

|FR  Doc.  80-14267  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  ain| 
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33  CFR  Part  110 
(CGD  77-227] 

Anchorage  Grounds,  Los  Angeles  and 
Long  Beach  Harbors,  Calif. 

agency:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  rule  revises  the  existing 
anchorage  regulations  for  the  Los 
Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbors, 
California.  The  present  anchorage 
grounds  are  considered  inadequate  to 


handle  the  number  of  vessels  and  types 
of  operations  conducted  in  the  harbors. 
As  revised,  the  regulation  will  reduce 
the  possibility  of  accidents  occurring  by 
providing  for  additional  anchorage 
space  and  safer  vessel  operations  in  the 
area. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  amendment  is 
effective  June  8, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Daniel  W.  Ziegfeld,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems  (G-WWM), 
United  States  Coast  Guard,  2100  Second 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20593, 
(202)  426-1934. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

September  4, 1979,  the  Coast  Guard 
published  a  proposed  rule  (44  FR  51614] 
concerning  this  amendment.  The 
Captain  of  the  Port  Los  Angeles-I^ng 
Beach  also  addressed  these  proposed 
changes  in  a  Public  Notice  dated 
September  14. 1979.  Interested  parties 
were  given  until  October  15, 1979  to 
submit  comments.  Except  as  noted  and 
discussed  in  the  following  paragraphs 
the  rules  as  proposed  have  been 
adopted  without  substantial  changes. 
DRAFTING  INFORMATION:  The  principal 
persons  involved  in  drafting  this  rule  are 
Mr.  Daniel  W.  Ziegfeld,  Project 
Manager,  Office  of  Marine  Environment 
and  Systems  and  LT  J.  W.  Salter,  Project 
Counsel,  Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

Ten  comments  were  received 
addressing  various  sections  of  the 
proposed  rules.  The  discussion  of 
comments  below  tracks  the  numbering 
of  the  proposed  rules.  Due  to  deletions, 
additions  and  the  combination  of  some 
provisions  the  final  rules  have  been 
renumbered. 

(a)  33  CFR  110.214(a)(l)(iii)— One 
commenter  expressed  concern  that  the 
twenty-four  hour  time  limit  may  be 
inadequate  and  would  result  in 
confusion  and  burdensome  requirements 
for  requesting  extension  of  the  time 
limit.  The  time  limit  applies  to  an 
anchorage  which  is  the  most  desirable 
bunkering  area  within  the  harbors.  This 
area  is  the  most  convenient  to  barge 
loading  facilities  and  also  provides 
protection  from  adverse  weather 
conditions.  The  significant  growth  of 
vessel  bunkering  operations  has 
mandated  a  need  to  manage  this  area  in 
particular  and  to  manage  bunkering  in 
general.  It  is  therefore  deemed 
appropriate  to  limit  the  length  of  time  for 
such  operations  in  this  particular  area. 
Most  bunkering  operations  are  now 
being  completed  within  this  time  limit.  If 
a  longer  time  period  is  needed  the 
Captain  of  the  Port  may  grant 
extensions  upon  informal  requests  when 


the  need  arises.  This  flexibility  was 
included  precisely  to  provide  for  the 
situation  with  which  the  commenter  was 
concerned,  i.e.;  when  the  bunkering 
operation  becomes  extended  or  delayed 
due  to  unforeseen  or  unplanned 
circumstances.  Accordingly,  the  time 
limit  has  been  retained  as  a  part  of  the 
final  rule. 

(b)  33  CFR  110.214(a)(6)— One 
commenter  suggested  that  bunkering 
and  lightering  operations  be  permitted  in 
Commercial  Anchorage  F  for  vessels 
which  are  too  deep  to  enter  Los 
Angeles-Long  Beach  harbor,  taking  into 
consideration  weather  conditions,  and 
requested  an  amendment  to  the 
regulations  be  provided  which  would 
permit  such  operations  if  the  need  is 
justified.  The  general  prohibition  has 
been  retained  for  the  following  reasons: 
(1)  The  present  practice  in  the  harbor  is 
that  bunkering  and  lightering  operations 
are  not  conducted  outside  the 
breakwater.  (2)  There  does  not  appear 
to  be  sufficient  need  for  such  operations. 
(3)  The  difficulties  in  logistical  and 
equipment  requirements  associated  with 
responding  to  an  oil  spill  seaward  of  the 
breakwater  create  a  situation  where  the 
effect  of  an  oil  spill  in  that  area  would 
have  a  significantly  greater  adverse 
impact  than  one  within  the  breakwater. 
However,  to  enable  the  Captain  of  the 
Port  to  deal  with  unusual  cases  and 
special  circumstances  §  110.214(b]14  has 
been  added  to  allow  the  Captain  of  the 
Port  to  authorize  deviations  from  any 
regulation  when  the  operations  can  be 
done  safely. 

(c)  33  CFR  110.214(a)(7)--One 
commenter  stated  his  opinion  that  the 
establishment  of  Commercial  Anchorage 
G  outside  the  breakwater  with  its 
regulation  that  no  vessel  may  enter  the 
anchorage  ground  unless  it  is  destined 
for  an  assigned  berth  in  the  anchorage 
ground  would  preclude  the  use  of  this 
area  as  a  temporary  anchorage  for 
arriving  vessels  awaiting  pilots,  tugs, 
berth,  or  favorable  weaffier  conditions. 
The  comment  further  suggested  that  the 
anchorage  ground  be  modified  slightly 
to  provide  an  area  for  such  use.  The 
intent  of  the  regulation  was  to  permit 
anchoring  in  this  area  for  those 
purposes.  To  clarify  this  fact  the 
regulation  has  been  revised  to  provide 
that  only  vessels  to  be  anchored  in  the 
area  may  enter.  Therefore,  arriving 
vessels  may  temporarily  anchor  within 
the  area  prior  to  entering  the  harbors. 

(d)  After  publication  of  the  proposed 
regulations  a  subsea  crude  oil  pipeline 
has  been  constructed  within  the  harbors. 
In  the  southwestern  portion  of  General 
Anchorage  Q  the  pipeline  is  exposed 
and,  accordingly,  would  be  subject  to 
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possible  damage  if  vessels  were  allowed 
to  anchor  in  the  area.  Therefore  a  small 
portion  of  General  Anchorage  Q  has 
been  designated  a  nonanchorage  area 
(33  CFR  110.214(a)(15))  in  the  final  rule. 
Given  the  relative  minor  size  of  the  area 
involved  and  the  desirability  of 
incorporating  it  on  soon  to  be  published 
charts  of  the  harbors  the  Coast  Guard 
has  determined  that  notice  and  public 
procedures  hereon  are  unnecessary  and 
impracticable. 

(e)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(2)— Four 
commenters  felt  that  specifying  a 
minimum  length  of  chain  was 
inappropriate  in  that  this  is  a 
“Seamanship”  question  which  should  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  the  master  and 
pilot.  The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  a  general  regulation  on  this  subject 
is  unnecessary  and  therefore,  has 
deleted  the  requirement. 

(f)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(3)— Two 
commenters  felt  that  permitting  the 
Captain  of  the  Port  to  require  a  vessel  to 
moor  with  two  or  more  anchors  is 
unwarranted  as  this  is  also  a 
“Seamanship”  question  which  should  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  the  master  and 
pilot.  Given  the  climatic  conditions  of 
the  area  and  the  sheltered  nature  of  the 
harbors  this  requirement  has  been 
deleted. 

(g)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(5)— Four 
commenters  felt  that  requiring  a  vessel 
upon  anchoring  to  notify  the  Captain  of 
the  Port  was  redundant  and 
unnecessary  in  light  of  the  Harbor 
Department/Marine  Exchange/Captain 
of  the  Port/Navy  Port  Services  Office 
teletype  currently  in  use.  This  regulation 
was  proposed  due  to  time  delays  which 
have  occurred  with  the  present  system. 
The  system  as  it  currently  exists  does 
not  allow  for  the  effective  management 
of  the  anchorages  with  the  particularly 
heavy  traffic  volume  experienced  in 
these  harbors.  Therefore,  the 
requirement  is  retained. 

(h)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(6)— Two 
commenters  indicated  that  they  felt  the 
requirement  for  notice  to  the  Captain  of 
the  Port  when  a  vessel  departs  an 
anchorage  was  also  redundant  and 
unnecessary  due  to  the  current 
communications  system.  For  the  same 
reasons  as  indicated  in  paragraph  (g) 
above,  the  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  section  is  also  necessary  for  the 
effective  management  of  the  anchorages 
and,  accordingly,  the  requirement  has 
been  retained. 

(i)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(5)(6)— One 
commenter  supported  the  proposed 
reports  but  asked  for  clarification  as  to 
who  should  make  them.  The  rules  have 
been  revised  to  indicate  that  the  master 
or  person  in  charge  of  the  vessel  is  to 
make  the  report.  This  will  ensure  that 


the  Captain  of  the  Port  has  the  most 
current  information  available 
concerning  the  status  of  the  anchorages. 
These  requirements  have  been 
combined  as  §  110.214(b)(3)  of  the  final 
rule. 

(j)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(7)— Six 
commenters*  felt  that  the  requirement  of 
this  section  for  tug  assistance  for  certain 
vessels  anchoring  within  the  breakwater 
creates  additional  unnecessary  expense 
and  that  any  decision  to  use  a  tug 
should  be  left  to  the  judgment  of  the 
master  and  pilot.  One  commenter  also 
indicated  that  if  the  requirement  was  to 
exist  it  should  address  departure  from 
the  anchorage  as  well  as  arrival.  Two 
commenters  indicated  that  the  required 
draft  parameter  should  be  changed  to 
fifty  feet  and  one  indicated  that  the 
length  should  be  in  excess  of  1000  feet 
before  the  requirement  should  exist.  The 
Coast  Guard  has  determined  that  at  this 
time,  the  necessity  for  the  requirement  is 
not  shown.  Therefore,  it  has  been 
omitted  from  the  final  regulations.  Such 
a  regulation  may  be  considered  at  a 
Idtsr  cldt@* 

(k)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(9)— Four 
commenters  addressed  the  prohibition 
concerning  the  use  of  a  dragged  anchor 
and  expressed  concern  that  the 
prohibition  would  prevent  the  normal 
practice  of  using  an  anchor  in  the 
process  of  docking  or  undocking  as  an 
additional  means  of  preventing  collision. 
The  Coast  Guard  has  determined  that 
this  regulation  is  not  necessary  at  this 
time  and  it  has  been  eliminated  from  the 
final  regulations.  Such  a  regulation  may 
be  considered  at  a  later  date. 

(l)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(10)— One 
commenter  felt  this  regulation  was 
unclear  in  that  the  last  four  lines  of  the 
section  could  be  interpreted  two  ways. 
The  Coast  Guard  disagrees,  however,  in 
the  interest  of  consistency  this  section 
has  been  combined  with  §  110.214(b)(1). 
As  revised  the  section  prohibits 
anchoring  within  Los  Angeles  and  Long 
Beach  harbors  and  the  Los  Angeles-Long 
Beach  precautionary  area  outside  of 
designated  anchorage  grounds.  Only 
during  an  emergency  or  when 
authorized  by  the  Captain  of  the  Port 
may  a  vessel  anchor  in  these  areas 
outside  of  any  anchorage. 

(m)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(ll)-«ne 
commenter  felt  that  guidelines  should  be 
provided  concerning  the  condition  under 
which  the  Captain  of  the  Port  (COTP) 
would  permit  an  extension  for  anchoring 
beyond  the  ten  day  period  provided  in 
this  section.  Before  granting  an 
extension  the  COTP  would  generally 
consider  the  current  and  anticipated 
demand  for  anchorage  space  within  the 
harbors,  the  length  of  the  time 
requested,  and  the  reason  for  the 


request.  The  rule  has  been  revised  to 
include  these  considerations. 

(n)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(16)— Two 
commenters  expressed  concern  that  this 
section  which  prohibits  the  dismantling 
of,  or  the  effecting  of  major  repairs  to  a 
vessel  within  the  anchorage  grounds 
would  not  permit  legitimate  minor 
repairs  to  be  made  on  vessels  in  the 
anchorage  areas.  The  regulation’s  intent 
is  to  ensure  the  anchorages  are  not  used 
as  a  depository  for  derelicts  and  would 
not  prevent  normal  minor  repairs 
aboard  vessels. 

(o)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(18)— Three 
commenters  objected  to  the  requirement 
in  this  section  that  each  vessel  to  be 
bunkered  notify  the  Captain  of  the  Port 
when  the  supply  vessel  arrives 
alongside  and  when  the  supply  vessel 
departs.  Their  argument  was  that  this 
section  was  unnecessary  and  created  a 
imique  requirement  in  the  Los  Angeles- 
Long  Beach  harbors.  One  commenter 
indicated  that  if  this  requirement  was 
going  to  be  retained,  that  it  also  be 
required  for  lightering  and  that  it  be 
placed  upon  tug  owners  as  well.  The 
Coast  Guard  has  determined  that  this 
information  can  be  obtained  from  other 
sources,  therefore,  the  regulation  as 
proposed,  has  been  deleted. 

(p)  33  CFR  110.214(b)(19)— This 
section  has  been  revised  to  reflect 
recent  changes  in  hazardous  cargo 
regulations  now  contained  in  33  CFR 
126.10.  After  publication  of  these 
proposed  rules  the  section  delineating 
cargoes  of  particular  hazard  (33  CFR 
124.14(b))  was  revoked  and  superseded 
by  33  CFR  126.10  ((44  FR  63672),  Interim 
Rule).  Section  126.10  now  contains,  with 
minor  additions,  those  cargoes 
previously  listed  in  §  124.14(b). 

The  final  rule  contains  additional 
editorial  changes  to  correct  errors  and 
clarify  the  regulations. 

This  regulation  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034)  and  is 
considered  nonsignificant.  A  final 
evaluation  has  been  prepared  and 
placed  in  the  public  docket  for 
inspection. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
110  of  Title  33,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  as  follows: 

(1)  By  revising  §  110.214  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 10.214  Los  Angeles  and  Long  Beach 
Harbors,  Calif. 

(a)  The  anchorage  grounds — (1) 
Commercial  Anchorage  A  (Los  Angeles 
Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Los  Angeles  Light,  latitude 
33‘’42'30.8"N.,  longitude  118‘’15'02.3"W.; 
thence  northerly  to  latitude 
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33'’42'50.2"N.,  longitude  118'’15'40.0"W.; 
thence  along  the  southern  edge  of  the 
Deep  Channel  Fairway,  which  is 
described  as  follows: 

Latitude  Longitude 

33°42'45.1"  N.  118"16'03.9''  W. 

33°42'37.9'’  N.  118‘16'08.9"  W. 

33°42'35.6 "  N.  118'16'18.9"  W. 

33°42'37.7"  N.  118°16'23.3"  W. 

33”42'45^"  N.  118°16'25.7"  W. 

33°42'50.8"  N.  118'16’35.4"  W. 

33“42'48.6"  N.  118’16'38.4''  W. 

thence  along  the  eastern  boundary  of 
General  Anchorage  N  to  the  San  Pedro 
Breakwater  at  latitude  33°42'26.8"N., 
longitude  118°16'30.9"W.;  thence 
southeasterly  and  easterly  along  the  San 
Pedro  Breakwater  to  the  beginning 
point. 

(1]  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  commercial  ships  conducting 
bunkering  operations  shall  predominate. 

(ii)  Lightering  operations  are 
prohibited  in  this  anchorage. 

(iii)  No  vessel  may  anchor  in  this 
anchorage  for  a  period  longer  than  24 
hours  without  permission  from  the 
Captain  of  the  Port. 

(2)  Commercial  Anchorage  B  (Los 
Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbors).  An 
area  enclosed  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
southwestern  comer  of  Reservation 
Point  at  latitude  33“43'18.0''N.,  longitude 
118"16'00.2"W.;  thence  east 
southeasterly  to  latitude  33*43'13.8"N., 
longitude  118‘’15'51.4"W.;  thence 
northeasterly  to  latitude  33“44'00.9"N., 
longitude  118°13'11.2"W.;  thence 
northwesterly  to  the  southern  edge  of 
the  eastern  extension  of  the  Naval  Base 
Mole  at  latitude  33*44'32.3"N.,  longitude 
118“13'24.3"W.;  thence  southwesterly 
along  the  Naval  Base  Mole  to  Naval 
Base  Mole  Light  2  at  latitude 
33“44'25.5"N.,  longitude  118’13'49.0"W.; 
thence  southwesterly  to  latitude 
33“43'50.7"N..  longitude  118’15'41.7"W.; 
thence  west  southwesterly  to  Fish 
Harbor  Channel  Light  3  at  latitude 
33“43'48.8"N..  longitude  118'’15’52.7"W.; 
thence  west  southwesterly  along  the 
southern  edge  of  Fish  Harbor  west  jetty 
until  it  intersects  Reservation  Point; 
thence  along  the  eastern  and  southern 
shoreline  of  Reservation  Point  to  the 
beginning  point. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  commercial  vessels  shall 
predominate. 

(ii)  Bunkering  operations  are 
permitted  in  this  anchorage. 

(iii)  Lightering  operations  are 
prohibited  in  this  anchorage. 

(iv)  Anchorage  B  may  be  used  by  any 
vessel  granted  an  extended  anchorage 
permit  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(b}(6)  of  this  section. 

(v)  Each  vessel  in  this  anchorage  shall 
be  anchored  in  such  a  position  as  not  to 


interfere  with  the  free  navigation  of  the 
Fish  Harbor  Channel. 

(3)  Commercial  Anchorage  C  (Los 
Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbors).  An 
area  enclosed  by  a  line  beginning  at  Los 
Angeles  Main  Channel  Light  2,  latitude 
33'‘42'38.8"N.,  longitude  118“14'37.5"W.; 
thence  northwesterly  to  the 
southernmost  point  of  Commercial 
Anchorage  B,  latitude  33“43'13.8"N., 
longitude  118°15'51.4"W.;  thence 
northeasterly  to  latitude  33'’44'12.1"N., 
longitude  118°12'32.3"W.;  thence 
southeasterly  to  Long  Beach  Channel 
Entrance  Light,  latitude  33‘’43'23.5"N., 
longitude  118“11'09.4"W.;  thence 
westerly  along  the  Middle  Breakwater 
to  the  beginning  point. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  commercial  vessels  shall 
predominate.  In  the  eastern  portion  of 
this  anchorage,  within  the  area  defined 
by  the  18m  (approximately  59  ft.)  depth 
curve,  the  requirements  of  vessels  over 
244m  (approximately  800  ft.)  in  length 
overall  or  having  a  ^aft  over  12m 
(approximately  39  ft.)  shall  predominate. 
Each  lesser  draft  vessel  shall  anchor 
away  from  this  deeper  portion  of  the 
anchorage  so  as  not  to  interfere  with  the 
anchoring  of  vessels  having  a  draft  over 
12m  (approximately  39  ft.). 

(ii)  Bunkering  and  lightering 
operations  are  permitted  in  this 
anchorage. 

(iii)  In  the  eastern  portion  of  this 
anchorage,  within  the  area  defined  by 
the  18m  (approximately  59  ft.)  depth 
curve,  no  vessel  may  anchor  for  longer 
than  48  hours  without  permission  from 
the  Captain  of  the  Port. 

(4)  Commercial  Anchorage  D  (Long 
Beach  Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a 
line  beginning  at  Long  Beach  Channel 
Entrance  Light  2  at  latitude 
33'’43'23.5"N..  longitude  118°10'46.9"W.; 
thence  northwesterly  to  the 
southwestern  point  of  Pier  J  at  latitude 
33'’44'18.9"N.,  longitude  118'’12'11.8"W.; 
thence  easterly  to  the  southeastern  point 
of  Pier  J  at  latitude  33‘’44'18.6"N., 
longitude  118°11'06.7"W.;  thence 
easterly  to  the  Southwest  Lighted 
Marker  on  Island  Freeman  at  latitude 
33‘’44'25.2"N..  longitude  118°09'46.0"W.; 
thence  southerly  to  the  Long  Beach 
Breakwater  at  latitude  33°43'23.5"N., 
longitude  118°09'46.4''W.:  thence 
westerly  to  the  beginning  point. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  commercial  ships  over  244m 
(approximately  800  ft.)  shall 
predominate. 

(ii)  Bunkering  and  lightering 
operations  are  permitted  in  this 
anchorage. 

Note. — A  portion  of  this  anchorage  is 
within  the  Explosive  Anchorage  Area,  when 


the  explosive  anchorage  is  activated  by  the 
Captain  of  the  Port.  See  sec.  110.214(a)(17). 

(5)  Commercial  Anchorage  E  (Long 
Beach  Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a 
line  begiiming  at  the  southeastern  point 
of  Pier  J  at  latitude  33"44'18.6"N., 
longitude  118'’11'06.7"W.;  thence 
northerly  along  the  edge  of  Pier )  to  the 
breakwater  off  the  stem  of  the  Queen 
Mary:  thence  along  the  breakwater  off 
the  stern  of  the  Queen  Mary  to  the 
northeast  corner  of  the  breakwater  at 
latitude  33"45'10.0"N.,  longitude 
118°11'12.0"W.;  thence  northerly  to 
latitude  33°45'22.0"N.,  longitude 
118“11'12.0''W.;  thence  northeasterly  to 
latitude  33”45'34.1"N.,  longitude 
118°10'39.5"W.;  thence  easterly  along  a 
line  460m  (1,509.186  ft.)  from  and  parallel 
to  the  Long  Beach  shoreline  to  latitude 
33'’44'56.1''N.,  longitude  118'’08'10.1"W.; 
thence  southerly  to  latitude 
33°44'19.0"N.,  longitude  118‘’08'10.1"W.; 
thence  westerly  to  the  Southwest 
Lighted  Marker  on  Island  Chaffee  at 
latitude  33°44'20.0"N.,  longitude 
118°08'20.0"W.;  thence  westerly  to  the 
Southeast  Lighted  Marker  on  Island 
Freeman  at  latitude  33"44'23.6"N., 
longitude  118°09'39.1''W.;  thence  along 
the  south  shore  to  the  Southwest  Lighted 
Marker  on  Island  Freeman  at  latitude 
33'’44'25.2"N.,  longitude  118“09'46.0"W.; 
thence  westerly  to  the  beginning  point. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  commercial  ships  shall  predominate. 

(ii)  Bunkering  and  lightering 
operations  are  prohibited  in  this 
anchorage. 

Note. — A  portion  of  this  Anchorage  is 
within  the  Explosive  Anchorage  Area,  when 
the  explosive  anchorage  is  activated  by  the 
Captain  of  the  Port.  See  sec.  110.214(a)(17). 

(6)  Commercial  Anchorage  F  (Outside 
of  Long  Beach  Breakwater).  The  area 
southeast  of  the  Long  Beach  Breakwater 
enclosed  by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude 
33“43'05.1"N.,  longitude  118°07'56.2''W.; 
thence  westerly  to  latitude  33'’43'05.1"N., 
longitude  118°10'33.5"W.;  thence 
southeasterly  to  latitude  33°40'23.3"N., 
longitude  118°08'32.5"W.:  thence 
easterly  to  latitude  33°40'23.3"N., 
longitude  118°06’00.0"W.;  thence  to  the 
beginning  point. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  commercial  ships  over  244m 
(approximately  800  ft.)  in  length  overall 
or  having  a  draft  over  12  meters 
(approximately  39  ft.)  shall  predominate. 

(ii)  Bunkering  and  lightering 
operations  are  prohibited  in  this 
anchorage. 

Note. — A  portion  of  this  anchorage  is 
within  the  Explosive  Anchorage  Area,  when 
the  explosive  anchorage  is  activated  by  the 
Captain  of  the  Port.  See  sec.  110.214(a)(17). 
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(7)  Commercial  Anchorage  G  (Outside 
of  the  Middle  Breakwater).  The  area 
south  of  the  middle  breakwater  enclosed 
by  a  line  beginning  at  latitude 
33”43'05.3"N.,  longitude  118°11'15.3"W.; 
thence  westerly  to  latitude  33*43'05.3"N., 
longitude  118°12'15.7"W.;  thence 
southwesterly  parallel  to  the  breakwater 
to  latitude  33°42'25.9''N.,  longitude 
118°14'16.0"W.;  thence  southeasterly  to 
latitude  33'’41'40.5"N.,  longitude 
118°13'02.0"W.;  thence  northeasterly  to 
latitude  33”42'08.6"N.,  longitude 
118“11'33.8"W.;  thence  to  the  beginning 
point. 

(ij  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  commercial  ships  shall  predominate. 

(ii)  Bunkering  and  lightering 
operations  are  prohibited  in  this 
anchorage. 

(iii)  No  vessel  may  enter  this 
anchorage  ground  unless  it  is  to  be 
anchored  in  this  area. 

(8)  Naval  Anchorage  f  (Long  Beach 
Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Naval  Base  Mole  Light  5. 
latitude  33‘’44'40.0"N.,  longitude 
118°12'59.8"W.;  thence  west  southwest 
along  the  southerly  edge  of  the  Naval 
Base  Mole  to  latitude  33'’44'32.3"N., 
longitude  118*13'24.3"W.;  thence 
southeasterly  along  a  line  perpendicular 
to  the  Naval  Base  Mole  which  is  the 
eastern  boundary  of  Commercial 
Anchorage  B  to  the  northern  boundary 
of  Commercial  Anchorage  C  at  latitude 
33°44'00.9"N.,  longitude  118“13'11.2"W.; 
thence  northeasterly  along  the  northern 
boundary  of  Commercial  Anchorage  C 
until  that  line  intersects  the  western 
edge  of  the  Long  Beach  Channel  at 
latitude  33°44'12.1"N.,  longitude 
118°12'32.3''W.;  thence  northwesterly 
along  the  western  edge  of  the  Long 
Beach  Channel  to  the  begiiming  point. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  the  U.S.  Navy  shall  predominate. 

(ii)  No  recreational  or  commercial 
vessel  may  anchor  in  this  anchorage 
without  first  obtaining  permission  from 
the  Captain  of  the  Port. 

(iii)  Bunkering  and  lightering 
operations  are  prohibited  in  this 
anchorage. 

(9)  Naval  Anchorage  K  (Long  Beach 
Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Long  Beach  Breakwater 
East  End  Light,  latitude  33°43'23.5"N., 
longitude  118‘’08'10.0"W.;  thence 
northerly  to  latitude  33‘’44'19.0"N., 
longitude  118“08'10.1"W.:  thence 
westerly  to  the  Southwest  Lighted 
Marker  on  Island  Chaffee  at  latitude 
33°44'20.0"N..  longitude  118‘'08'20.0"W.; 
thence  westerly  to  the  Southeast  Lighted 
Marker  on  Island  Freeman  at  latitude 
33'44'23.6"N.,  longitude  118'09’39.1"W.; 
thence  along  the  southern  shore  to  the 
Southwest  Lighted  Marker  on  Island 


Freeman  at  latitude  33‘’44'25.2"N., 
longitude  118'’09'46.0"W.;  thence 
southerly  to  the  Long  Beach  Breakwater 
at  latitude  33"43'23.5"N.,  longitude 
118“09'46.4"W.;  thence  easterly  along 
the  Long  Beach  Breakwater  to  the 
beginning  point. . 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  the  U.S.  Navy  shall  predominate. 

(ii)  No  recreational  or  commercial 
vessel  may  anchor  in  this  anchorage 
without  first  obtaining  permission  from 
the  Captain  of  the  Port.  When  granting 
permission,  preference  will  be  given  to 
the  requirements  of  vessels  over  244m 
(approximately  800  ft.)  in  length. 

(iii)  Bunkering  operations  are 
permitted  in  this  anchorage. 

(iv)  Lightering  operations  are 
prohibited  in  this  anchorage. 

(v)  This  anchorage  may  be  designated 
an  explosive  anchorage.  See  sec. 
110.214(a)(17). 

(10)  General  Anchorage  N  (Los 
Angeles  Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a 
line  beginning  at  latitude  33”43'04.0"N., 
longitude  118°16'44.4"W.;  thence 
southerly  to  the  San  Pedro  Breakwater 
at  latitude  33'’42'26.8"N.,  longitude 
118‘’16'30.9"W.;  thence  along  the  San 
Pedro  shoreline  to  the  beginning  point. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  recreational  and  other  small  craft 
shall  predominate. 

(11)  Anchoring,  mooring,  and 
recreational  boating  activities 
conforming  to  applicable  City  of  Los 
Angeles  ordinances  and  regulations 
adopted  pursuant  thereto  are  allowed  in 
this  anchorage. 

(11)  General  Anchorage  O  (Los 
Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbor).  An 
area  enclosed  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Naval  Base  Mole  Light  2.  latitude 
33‘’44'25.5"N..  longitude  118“13'49.0"W.; 
thence  southwesterly  along  the  northern 
boundary  of  Commercial  Anchorage  B 
to  latitude  33'’43'50.7"N.,  longitude 
118“15'41.7"W.;  thence  along  the 
Terminal  Island  shore  line  to  the 
northwest  comer  of  Nonanchorage  U  at 
latitude  33'’44'19.2"N.,  longitude 
118°15'25.2"W.;  thence  along  the 
seaward  boundary  of  Nonanchorage  U 
to  the  shoreline  at  latitude  33‘’44'22.0"N., 
longitude  118'’15'19.1"W.:  thence  along 
the  Terminal  Island  shore  line  to  the 
beginning  point. 

(i)  No  recreational  or  commercial 
vessel  may  anchor  in  this  anchorage 
without  first  obtaining  permission  from 
the  Captain  of  the  Port. 

(ii)  Bunkering  and  lightering 
operations  are  prohibited  in  this 
anchorage. 

(iii)  When  necessary,  this  anchorage 
shall  be  reserved  for  vessels  under  the 
custody  of  the  United  States. 


(12)  General  Anchorage  P  (Long 
Beach  Harbor).  Mouth  of  the  Los 
Angeles  River.  The  water  area 
extending  westward  and  northward  to 
the  head  of  navigation  from  a  line 
drawn  northward  to  the  shore  from  the 
northeasterly  comer  of  Pier  }  at  latitude 
33*45'10.0"N.,  longitude  118"11'12.0"W. 

(i)  In  this  anchorage  the  requirements 
of  recreational  and  other  small  craft 
shall  predominate. 

(ii)  Anchoring,  mooring  and 
recreational  boating  activities 
conforming  to  applicable  City  of  Long 
Beach  ordinances  and  regulations 
adopted  pursuant  thereto  are  allowed  in 
this  anchorage. 

(iii)  A  140m  (approximately  459  ft.) 
fairway  channel  from  the  easterly 
boundary  of  this  anchorage  to  the  Navy 
Landing  and  Marina  shall  be  maintained 
free  of  moorings  and  other  obstmctions 
at  all  times.  Points  of  the  fairway  are  as 
follows: 

Latitude  Longitude 

33“45'10.0"  N.  118*11'12.0"  W. 

33‘'45'15.9"  N.  118”11'12.0"  W. 

33'45'40.8"  N.  118”11'54.6"  W. 

33°45'47.2"  N.  118‘12'08.0''  W. 

(13)  General  Anchorage  Q  (Long 
Beach  Harbor/ Alamitos  Bay /Anaheim 
Bay).  Beginning  at  the  northeastern 
comer  of  Commercial  Anchorage  E  at 
latitude  33“44'56.1"  N.,  longitude 
118°08'10.1"  W.;  thence  southeasterly  to 
the  northwestern  comer  of 
Nonanchorage  W  at  latitude  33'44'20.6" 
N.,  longitude  118'’07'28.5"  W.,  thence 
along  the  southern  boundary  of 
Nonanchorage  W  (a  semicircle  with  a 
460m  (approximately  1,509  ft.)  radius 
that  is  centered  mid-channel  on  a  line 
between  Alamitos  Bay  West  Jetty  Light 
1  and  Alamitos  Bay  Jetty  Light  2)  to 
latitude  33”44'04.6"N.,  longitude 
118'’06'58.2"W.;  thence  northwesterly  to 
Alamitos  Bay  East  Jetty  Light  2,  latitude 
33*44'11.3"N.,  longitude  118”07'09.8"W.; 
thence  northeasterly  along  the  eastern 
edge  of  the  Alamitos  Bay  East  Jetty 
460m  (approximately  1,509  ft.)  to  latitude 
33‘’44'23.9"N.,  longitude  118"07'01.1"W.; 
thence  easterly  to  the  southern  most 
point  of  the  east  bank  of  the  San  Gabriel 
River  at  latitude  33'’44'22.8"N.,  longitude 
118°06'53.7''W.;  thence  along  the 
southern  shoreline  of  Seal  Beach  until 
the  shoreline  intersects  the  Anaheim 
Bay  West  Jetty;  thence  along  the 
western  edge  of  the  Anaheim  Bay  West 
Jetty  to  the  Anaheim  Bay  Light  5, 
latitude  33'’43'39.1"N.,  longitude 
118”06'03.3"W.;  thence  westerly  to  the 
southeast  comer  of  Nonanchorage  V  at 
latitude  33®43'27.3"N.,  longitude 
118'’07'36.8"W.;  thence  northwesterly  to 
the  northeast  comer  of  Nonanchorage  V 
at  latitude  33*43'38.4"N.,  longitude 
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118°07'45.5"W.:  thence  westerly  to  the 
northwest  corner  of  Nonanchorage  V  at 
latitude  33°43'38.4"N.,  longitude 
118°08'10.1''W.:  thence  to  the  beginning 
point, 

(i)  Bunkering  and  lightering  operations 
are  prohibited  in  this  anchorage. 

Note. — A  portion  of  this  anchorage  is 
within  the  Explosive  Anchorage  Area,  when 
the  explosive  anchorage  is  activated  by  the 
Captain  of  the  Port.  See  §  110.214.{a)(17). 

(14)  Nonanchorage  U  (Los  Angeles 
Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  33°44'19.2"N., 
longitude  118°15'25.2"W.:  thence  south 
to  latitude  33°44'12.8''N.,  longitude 
118°15'22.0"W.,  thence  easterly  to 
latitude  33°44'15.3"N.,  longitude 
118°15'15.6"W.;  thence  northerly  to 
latitude  33°44'22.0"N.,  longitude 
118°15'19.1"W.:  thence  along  the 
Terminal  Island  shoreline  to  the 
beginning  point. 

(i)  No  vessel  may  anchor  or  moor  in 
this  anchorage. 

(ii)  Dragging,  seining,  fishing 
operations,  and  other  activities  which 
might  foul  underwater  installations 
within  this  nonanchorage  area  are 
prohibited. 

Note. — This  nonanchorage  is  established 
for  protection  of  a  submerged  outfall  of  sewer 
pipeline. 

(15)  Nonanchorage  V  (Long  Beach 
Harbor).  An  area  enclosed  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Long  Beach  Breakwater 
East  End  Light,  latitude  33'’43'23.5"N., 
longitude  118°08'10.1"W.;  thence 
northerly  to  latitude  33°43'38.4"N., 
longitude  118°08'10.1"W.;  thence 
easterly  to  latitude  33"43'38.4"N., 
longitude  118'’07'45.5"W.;  thence 
southeasterly  to  latitude  33°43'27.3''N., 
longitude  118°07'36.8"W.;  thence  to  the 
beginning  point. 

(i)  No  vessel  may  anchor  or  moor  in 
this  nonanchorage. 

(ii)  Dragging,  seining,  fishing 
operations,  and  other  activities  which 
might  foul  underwater  installations 
within  this  nonanchorage  are  prohibited. 

Note. — This  nonanchorage  is  established 
for  protection  of  a  submerged  pipeline. 

(16)  Nonanchorage  W  (Mouth  of 
Entrance  Channel  to  Alamitos  Bay). 
Nonanchorage  Area  W  is  a  semicircle 
with  a  460m  (approximately  1,509  ft.) 
radius  that  is  centered  at  midchannel  on 
a  line  between  Alamitos  Bay  West  Jetty 
Light  1  and  Alamitos  Bay  East  Jetty 
Light  2  and  which  extends  seaward  from 
that  line. 

(i)  No  vessel  may  anchor  or  moor  in 
this  nonanchorage. 

(17)  Explosives  Anchorage  (Long 
Beach  Harbor).  A  circular  area  with  its 
center  at  latitude  33°43'37.0"N., 


longitude  118°09'02.5"W.,  and  a  radius  of 
1,745m  (approximately  5,725  ft.). 

(i)  No  vessel  containing  more  than  680 
metric  tons  (approximately  749  tons)  of 
explosives  may  anchor  in  this 
anchorage, 

(ii)  Each  anchored  vessel  loading, 
unloading,  or  laden  with  explosives, 

_  must  display  a  red  flag  of  at  least  1.2 
square  meters  (approximately  16  square 
feet)  in  size  by  day,  and  at  night  the  flag 
must  be  illuminated  by  spotlight. 

(iii)  When  a  vessel  displaying  the 
signal  required  by  §  110.214(a)(17)(ii) 
occupies  the  Explosives  Anchorage,  no 
other  vessel  may  anchor  within  the 
Explosives  Anchorage. 

Note. — When  the  Explosives  Anchorage  is 
activated.  Anchorage  K  and  portions  of 
Anchorage  D,  E,  F,  and  Q  are  encompassed 
by  the  Explosives  Anchorage. 

(b)  General  Regulations.  (1)  Within 
Los  Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbors 
and  the  U.S.  navigable  waters  of  the  Los 
Angeles-Long  Beach  Precautionary 
Zone,  anchoring  is  prohibited  outside  of 
designated  anchorages  except: 

(1)  In  cases  of  emergency;  or 

(ii)  Unless  specific  permission  is 
obtained  from  the  Captain  of  the  Port  to 
anchor  outside  of  a  designated 
anchorage. 

(2)  When,  due  to  an  emergency,  a 
vessel  is  anchored  outside  of  a 
designated  anchorage  the  master  or 
person  in  charge  of  the  vessel  shall: 

(i)  Position  the  vessel  so  that  it  does 
not  interfere  with  or  endanger  any 
facility  or  other  vessel; 

(ii)  Notify  the  Captain  of  the  Port  of 
the  location  of  and  reason  for 
emergency  anchoring;  and 

(iii)  Move  the  vessel  as  soon  as  the 
emergency  is  over. 

(3)  Upon  anchoring  within  and 
departure  from  an  anchorage  the  master 
or  person  in  charge  of  a  vessel  shall 
notify  the  Captain  of  the  Port  by  the 
most  expeditious  means. 

Note. — ^The  Captain  of  the  Port  guards 
VHF-FM  Channel  16  (156.8  MHZ). 

(4)  The  master  or  person  in  charge  of 
each  anchored  vessel  unable  to  get 
underway  within  4  hours  shall: 

(i)  Notify  the  Captain  of  the  Port  by 
the  most  expeditious  means;  and 

(ii)  Ensure  a  second  anchor  is  backed 
out  and  ready  for  use. 

(5)  The  Captain  of  the  Port  may 
require  a  vessel  in  an  anchorage  to  have 
a  watchman  on  board  at  all  times, 

(6)  Except  as  otherwise  prescribed  in 
this  section,  no  vessel  may  occupy  an 
anchorage  inside  of  the  San  Pedro-Long 
Beach  Breakwater  for  more  than  10 
consecutive  days  unless  an  extended 
anchorage  permit  is  granted  by  the 
Captain  of  the  Port.  In  determining 


whether  an  extended  anchorage  permit 
will  be  granted,  consideration  will  be 
given,  but  not  limited,  to  the  current  and 
anticipated  demand  for  anchorage  space 
within  the  harbor,  the  length  of  time 
requested  and  the  reason  for  the 
request. 

Note. — Commercial  Anchorages  A  and  C 
have  additional  time  restrictions.  See 
§  110.214(a)(l](iii)  and  §  110.214(a)(3](iii). 

(7)  The  Captain  of  the  Port  may  permit 
vessels  to  anchor  in  channels. 

Permission  is  not  necessary  for  vessels 
engaged  on  works  of  river  and  harbor 
improvement  under  the  supervision  of 
the  District  Engineer,  Corps  of 
Engineers,  if  the  District  Engineer  has 
notified  the  Captain  of  the  Port  in 
advance  of  all  such  proposed  work. 

(8)  No  vessel  may  be  anchored  so  that 
it  will  swing  within  60m  (approximately 
197  ft.)  of  any  permanent  improvements 
except  in  an  emergency. 

(9)  No  anchor  may  be  placed  outside 
the  anchorages,  nor  may  any  vessel  be 
so  anchored  that  any  portion  of  its  hull 
or  rigging  extends  outside  the 
boundaries  of  the  anchorages. 

(10)  No  vessel  may  be  anchored  in 
any  anchorage  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
interfere  with  the  use  of  an  authorized 
mooring  buoy. 

(11)  The  master  or  person  in  charge  of 
each  vessel  to  be  lightered  shall  notify 
the  Captain  of  the  Port  by  the  most 
expeditious  means  when  the  lightering 
vessel  arrives  alongside  and  again  when 
the  lightering  vessel  departs. 

Note. — ^The  Captain  of  the  Port  guards 
VHF-FM  Channel  16  (156.8  MHZ). 

(12)  No  vessel  while  carrying,  loading, 
or  unloading  explosives;  in  accordance 
with  46  CFR  146.29-13;  or  cargoes  of 
particular  hazard  as  listed  in  §  126.10  of 
this  chapter,  may  be  anchored  in  an 
anchorage  without  permission  from  the 
Captain  of  the  Port. 

Note. — In  granting  such  permission,  the 
Captain  of  the  Port  will  be  guided  by  the 
current  and  future  activities  in  the  harbors 
and  safety  problems  relating  to  such 
anchorage.  The  Captain  of  the  Port  will 
advise  the  Port  of  Long  Beach  Authorities  and 
the  Port  of  Los  Angeles  Authorities  of 
anchorage  assignments  under  the  following 
conditions: 

(i)  Cargoes  of  Particular  Hazard  as  defined 
in  Sec.  126.10  of  this  chapter,  any  amount. 

(ii)  Explosives,  Class  “B”  (as  defined  in  49 
CFR  173.88),  in  excess  of  1  net  ton  at  any  one 
time. 

(iii)  Explosives,  Class  “C  (as  defined  in  49 
CFR  173.100),  in  excess  of  10  net  tons  at  any 
one  time. 

(iv)  Military  Explosives  (as  defined  in  46 
era  146.29),  any  amount. 

(13)  No  vessel  being  dismantled,  or 
undergoing  major  alterations  may 
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anchor  in  an  anchorage  without 
permission  of  the  Captain  of  the  Port. 

(14)  The  Captain  of  the  Port  may,  upon 
request,  authorize  a  deviation  from  any 
rule  in  this  section  if  that  officer 
determines  the  proposed  operations  can 
be  done  safely. 

(15)  Nothing  in  this  section  may  be 
construed  as  relieving  any  vessel  from 
the  penalties  of  law  for  obstructing 
navigation  or  for  not  complying  with  the 
navigation  laws  or  any  other  laws  or 
regulations. 

(Sec.  7,  36  Stat.  1053,  as  amended  (33  U.S.C. 
471):  sec.  6(g)(1)(A),  80  Stat.  937,  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(g)(1)(A)):  49  CFR  1.46(c)(1)) 

Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

W.  E.  Caldwell, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Chief,  Office 
of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14263  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 

33  CFR  Part  165 

[CGD1-80-02R] 

Safety  Zones  for  Boston  Harbor 

agency:  Coast  Guard. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  is  amending 
its  safety  zone  regulations  by 
establishing  a  series  of  safety  zones  for 
Boston  Harbor  during  Operation  Sail. 

The  regulations  are  necessary  to  control 
vessel  traffic  because  of  the  large 
number  of  spectator  vessels  that  are 
expected  to  attend.  The  regulations  will 
control  vessel  activity  in  the  Harbor 
before  and  during  the  parade  of  tall 
ships,  control  access  to  the  area  where 
the  tall  ships  are  moored,  and  control 
vessel  activity  during  the  departure  of 
the  ships  and  at  the  start  of  the  OPSAIL 
race. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  amendment  is 
effective  at  8  a.m.  EOT,  May  29, 1980, 
and  terminates  at  Sunset  or  6  p.m.  EDT, 
June  4, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lieutenant  Commander  Harvey  Knuth, 
Marine  Safety  Office,  447  Commercial 
Street,  Boston,  MA  (617)  223-1470. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
regulations  are  being  issued  without 
prior  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
they  may  be  made  effective  in  less  than 
30  days  of  publication.  The  Coast  Guard 
has  determined,  in  accordance  with  5 
U.S.C.  553,  that  notice  and  public 
procedures  are  impractical  because  of 
insufficient  time  for  comment  before  the 
event. 

The  application  for  the  marine  event 
was  approved  on  February  6, 1980,  by 
the  Commander,  First  Coast  Guard 


District.  The  Coast  Guard  published 
information  concerning  the  need  for  the 
regulation  in  the  Local  Notice  to 
Mariners  on  February  19, 1980. 

The  Coast  Guard  was  unable  to 
publish  the  regulations  earlier  because 
information  needed  for  the  development 
of  the  regulations  was  not  available 
until  late  March.  Now  there  is  not 
enough  time  to  allow  for  meaningful 
public  comment  before  the  event. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in  the 
drafting  of  this  document  are  Lieutenant 
Commander  Harvey  Knuth,  Marine 
Safety  Office,  Boston,  and  Lieutenant 
Joseph  Donovan,  Project  Attorney,  First 
Coast  Guard  District  Legal  Office,  and 
Lieutenant  George  J.  Jordan,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel. 

Discussion  of  Rules 

The  Coast  Guard  has  determined  that 
a  high  degree  of  control  of  vessel 
activity  is  necessary  to  protect  the  “tall 
ships”  and  other  vessels  during  the 
activities  of  Operation  Sail. 

The  Coast  Guard  is  authorized  to 
establish  “safety  zones”  or  other  means 
of  limited,  controlled  or  conditional 
access  and  activity  by  the  Ports  and 
Waterways  Safety  Act  as  amended  (33 
use  1225).  The  Captain  of  the  Port  of 
Boston  is  establishing  four  safety  zones 
for  the  protection  of  vessels  during  the 
OPSAIL  activities. 

The  first  and  most  extensive  zone  is  to 
control  vessel  activity  during  the  arrival 
of  the  “tall  ships”  and  the  Parade  of  Sail 
through  the  harbor.  Thousands  of 
spectator  vessels  are  expected  and  there 
will  be  a  number  of  naval  and  other 
public  vessels  in  attendance. 

In  order  to  control  vessel  traffic  and 
allow  the  “tall  ships”  to  maneuver 
safely,  spectator  vessels  will  be  required 
to  remain  in  designated  spectator  areas. 
These  areas  are  indicated  on  the 
accompanying  chart  and  will  be  marked 
by  buoys.  Also  patrol  vessels  will  direct 
vessels  into  appropriate  areas.  Because 
there  is  only  one  main  shipping  channel 
in  Boston  Harbor  no  commercial  vessels 
may  enter  or  depart  the  harbor  from  7:30 
a.m.  to  4  p.m.  on  May  30. 

The  safety  zone  will  be  enforced  by 
Coast  Guard  officers  and  petty  officers 
aboard  Coast  Guard  vessels  and  Coast 
Guard  Auxiliary  vessels  displaying  the 
Coast  Guard  ensign.  Operators  are 
required  to  maneuver  as  directed. 

The  second  safety  zone  is  required  to 
protect  vessels  in  the  Boston  Reserved 
Channel.  Thousands  of  vessels  are 
expected  to  transit  this  area  while  the 
“tall  ships”  are  moored  there.  The  zone 
is  also  necessary  to  allow  large 
commercial  vessels,  which  moor  across 


the  channel,  to  safely  enter  and  depart 
the  area.  Operators  are  required  to 
follow  the  directions  of  Coast  Guard 
personnel,  who  will  enforce  the  zone. 
The  zone  will  be  in  effect  from  7:30  a.m. 
May  30  to  4  p.m.  June  4. 

The  third  safety  zone  will  prohibit 
commercial  vessels  from  entering  or 
departing  the  harbor  unless  authorized 
by  the  Captain  of  the  Port  for  six  hours 
on  June  4.  Also  it  will  control  vessel 
activity  in  the  Reserved  Channel  while 
the  “tall  ships”  are  departing  to  start 
their  race.  Vessels  must  remain  100 
yards  away  from  any  “tall  ship”. 

The  fourth  zone  is  located  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  Large  Navigation  Buoy  off 
Boston,  and  is  necessary  to  protect 
vessels  during  the  start  of  the  race.  In 
addition  to  the  position  given  in  the 
zone,  the  area  will  be  marked  by  naval 
vessels  and  also  patrol  vessels  will 
advise  vessel  operators  where  to 
remain.  When  the  race  starts  part  of  the 
zone  will  move  with  the  ships. 

In  consideration  of  the  above.  Part  165 
of  Title  33  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
is  amended  by  adding  165.102  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  165.102  Safety  zone:  Boston  Harbor. 

(a)  The  following  area  is  a  safety 
zone — the  Boston  North  Channel,  south 
of  latitude  42°2^'  N;  thence  into 
President  Roads,  including  President 
Roads  Anchorage:  thence  into  the 
Boston  Main  Channel,  including  the 
waters  on  either  side  of  the  Channel  to 
the  shoreline,  to  a  line  from  Pier  1  at  the 
U,S.  Coast  Guard  Base  due  east  to  the 
shoreline  of  East  Boston,  The  safety 
zone  includes  the  spectator  areas.  This 
safety  zone  is  in  effect  from  8  a.m..  May 
29, 1980  to  4  p.m.,  EDT,  May  30, 1980. 

(b)  The  following  Special  Regulations 
apply— 

(1)  No  person  may  operate  a  vessel  in 
the  zone  in  violation  of  these 
regulations. 

(2)  Vessel  operators  must  maneuver 
as  directed  by  any  Coast  Guard  officer 
or  petty  officer. 

(3)  Access  to  Boston  Harbor  from  the 
Mystic  and  Charles  Rivers  will  be 
controlled  as  follows: 

(i)  Amelia  Earhart  Dam,  Mystic  River, 
will  be  closed  to  navigation  between 
7:30  a.m.  and  12:30  p.m..  May  30, 1980. 

(ii)  Colonel  Richard  Gribley  Dam, 
Charles  River,  will  be  closed  to 
navigation  between  8  a.m.  and  12:30 
p.m..  May  30, 1980. 

(4)  Commercial  vessels  over  100  gross 
tons  may  not  enter  or  depart  Boston 
Harbor  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m..  May  30, 
1980. 

(5)  Vessels  may  not  transit  the  zone 
and  must  remain  in  their  designated 
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spectator  area  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4  p.m.. 
May  30, 1980. 

(c)  Access  to  the  designated  spectator 
areas,  indicated  on  the  accompanying 
chart,  will  be  regulated  as  follows — 

(1)  Spectator  Area  F  (which  is 
President  Roads  Anchorage)  is  closed  to 
all  vessels,  other  than  public  vessels 
(those  owned  or  operated  by  the  United 
States,  a  state,  or  foreign  nation),  from 

8  a.m..  May  29, 1980  to  4  p.m..  May  30, 
1980. 

(2)  Areas  D,  E,  and  G  are  closed  to  all 
vessels,  other  than  small  commercial 
passenger  vessels  (passenger  vessels 
certificated  by  the  Coast  Guard  under 
Subchapter  T  of  Title  46,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations),  from  4  p.m..  May 
29, 1980  to  4  p.m.,  May  30, 1980. 

(3)  Areas  A,  B,  and  C  are  closed  to  all 
vessels,  other  than  spectator  craft  (all 
vessels,  other  than  “small  commercial 
passenger  vessels”  and  “public  vessels,” 
desiring  to  watch  the  Parade  of  Sail — 
primarily  private  pleasure  craft),  from 

6  a.m..  May  30, 1980  to  4  p.m..  May  30, 
1980. 

2.  By  adding  165.103  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  165.103  Safety  zone:  Reserved  Channel, 
Boston  Harbor. 

(a)  The  following  area  is  a  safety 
zone — the  Reserved  Channel,  South 
Boston,  MA,  between  the  Summer  Street 
retractile  bridge  and  the  Boston  Main 
Channel.  This  safety  zone  is  in  effect 
from  8:30  a.m..  May  30, 1980  to  4  p.m., 
EOT,  June  4, 1980. 

(b)  The  following  Special  Regulations 
apply— 

(1)  No  person  may  operate  a  vessel  in 
the  zone  in  violation  of  these 
regulations. 

(2)  Vessels,  other  than  vessels 
participating  in  the  Parade  of  Sail,  may 
not  enter  or  remain  in  the  Reserved 
Channel  from  8:30  a.m..  May  30, 1980  to 
4  p.m..  May  30, 1980. 

(3)  All  spectator  craft  and  small 
commercial  passenger  vessels  must 
keep  clear  of  and  make  way  for  all  other 
commercial  vessel  traffic  routinely 
berthing  and  unmooring  at 
MASSPORT’s  Castle  Island  Terminal 
from  4  p.m..  May  30, 1980  to  4  p.m.,  June 
4, 1980. 

(4)  All  vessels  in  the  Reserved 
Channel  must  maneuver  or  anchor  as 
directed  by  the  Captain  of  the  Port, 
Boston,  MA,  from  4  p.m..  May  30, 1980  to 
4  p.m.,  June  4, 1980. 

3.  By  adding  165.104  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  165.104  Safety  zone:  Boston  Harbor. 

(a)  The  following  area  is  a  safety 
zone — the  Reserved  Channel,  from  the 
Summer  Street  retractile  bridge  to  the 


Boston  Main  Channel;  thence 
southeasterly  into  the  Boston  Main 
Channel;  thence  into  President  Roads; 
thence  into  the  Boston  North  Channel  to 
latitude  42°22'  N.  This  safety  zone  is  in 
effect  from  7  a.m.,  June  4, 1980  to  2  p.m., 
EDT,  June  4, 1980. 

(b)  The  following  Special  Regulations 
apply— 

(1)  No  person  may  operate  a  vessel  in 
the  zone  in  violation  of  these 
regulations. 

(2)  Vessels  larger  than  100  gross  tons 
may  not  enter  or  depart  Boston  Harbor 
without  the  permission  of  the  Captain  of 
the  Port.  Permission  for  vessel 
movements  can  be  obtained  by 
telephone  (223-1470),  or  by  radio  (CH  16 
VHF)  to  the  Coast  Guard  Boston 
Communication  Center. 

(3)  Vessels,  other  than  a  “tall  ship”  or 
tug  assisting  a  tall  ship,  may  not  enter  or 
remain  in  the  Reserved  Channel,  from 

7  a.m.  until  the  last  “tall  ship”  has 
unmoored. 

(4)  Vessels  may  not  approach  closer 
than  100  yards  to  any  “tall  ship” 
transitting  Boston  Harbor. 

4.  By  adding  165.105  to  read  as 
follows; 

§  165.105  Safety  zone:  Vicinity  of  Boston 
LNB,  Massachusetts  Bay. 

(a)  The  following  is  a  safety  zone — 
4,000  yards  easterly  and  westerly  of  a 
line  from  the  Boston  LNB  (Point  A: 
42-22.7  N,  70-47.0  W),  to  a  point  (point 
B:  42-24.2  N,  80-47.0  W)  3,000  yards  due 
North  of  the  Boston  LNB,  bounded  on 
the  north  by  lines  from  Point  B  toward 
060°  T  and  300°  T,  and  bounded  on  the 
south  by  lines  from  Point  A  toward  120° 
T  and  240°  T.  This  safety  zone  is  in 
effect  from  10  a.m.,  June  4, 1980  to  6  p.m., 
EDT,  June  4, 1980. 

(b)  The  following  special  regulations 
apply— 

(1)  No  person  may  operate  a  vessel  in 
the  zone  in  violation  of  these 
regulations. 

(2)  The  orientation  of  the  axis  of  the 
safety  zone  (i.e.,  the  starting  line)  may 
be  adjusted  for  a  wind  direction  other 
than  NW,  W,  or  SW. 

(3)  The  downwind  half  of  the  safety 
zone  (e.g.,  the  eastern  half  with  a  north/ 
south  starting  line  and  westerly  winds) 
will  move  with  the  racing  vessels  for 
approximately  five  miles. 

(4)  Vessels,  other  than  participants  in 
the  International  Sail  Training  Race  and 
designated  patrol  craft,  may  not  enter 
the  safety  zone,  from  10  a.m.  to  2  p.m.,  or 
the  moving  downwind  half  of  the  safety 
zone  from  2  p.m.  to  6  p.m. 

(33  U.S.C.  1225, 1231:  49  CFR  1.46(n)(4)) 


Dated;  April  25, 1980. 

R.  Barry  Eldridge, 

Captain,  U.S.  Caast  Guard,  Captain  of  the 
Port,  Boston,  Mass. 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 
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33  CFR  Part  165 

[CGD1-80-03R] 

Safety  Zone  for  Boston  Harbor 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is  amending 
its  safety  zone  regulations  by 
establishing  a  safety  zone  around  the 
USS  CONSTITUTION  while  she  is 
underway  in  Boston  Harbor.  This  safety 
zone  is  established  to  permit  safe 
navigation  of  the  USS  CONSTITUTION, 
the  country’s  oldest  seagoing  ship  and  a 
treasured  national  monument,  while 
escorting  the  Parade  of  Sail  for  OPSAIL 
1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES':  This  amendment  is 
effective  while  the  USS 
CONSTITUTION  is  underway  in  Boston 
Harbor,  approximately  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
12  noon  EOT,  May  30, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lieutenant  Commander  Harvey  Knuth, 
Marine  Safety  Office.  447  Commercial 
Street,  Boston,  MA,  (617)  223-1470. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
regulations  are  being  issued  without 
prior  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
they  may  be  effective  in  less  than  30 
days  from  publication  because  this 
safety  zone  involves  a  military  function 
of  the  United  States. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in  the 
drafting  of  this  document  are  Lieutenant 
Commander  Harvey  Knuth,  Marine 
Safety  Office,  Boston.  MA,  and 
Lieutenant  Joseph  Donovan,  Project 
Attorney,  First  Coast  Guard  District 
Legal  Office. 

In  consideration  of  the  above.  Part  165 
of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
165.101  to  read  as  follows: 

§  165.101  Boston  Harbor,  Mass. 

The  area  within  500  yards  ahead,  200 
yards  on  either  side,  and  500  yards 
astern  of  the  USS  CONSTITUTION, 
while  she  is  under  way  in  Boston 
Harbor  within  the  following  boundaries, 
is  a  safety  zone — from  the  Charlestown 
Bridge,  eastward  to  the  Boston  Main 
Channel;  the  Boston  Main  Channel  from 
an  east/west  line  between  Pier  5, 
Charlestown,  and  the  East  Boston 
shoreline,  to  President  Roads;  and 
President  Roads  to  a  north/south  line 
between  Deer  Island  Light  and  Long 
Island. 

(33  U.S.C.  1225, 1231:  49  CFR  1.46(n)(4)) 


Dated:  April  25, 1980. 

R.  Barry  Eldridge, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Captain  of  the 
Port,  Boston,  Mass. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14266  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-14-M 

33  CFR  Part  165 

[CG1-80-01R] 

Safety  Zone  for  Boston  Harbor 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  is  amending 
its  safety  zone  regulations  by 
establishing  a  safety  zone  around  the 
USS  JOHN  F.  KENNEDY  while  she  is 
imderway  in  Boston  Harbor.  This  safety 
zone  is  established  to  permit  safe 
navigation  of  the  USS  JOHN  F. 
KENNEDY,  an  aircraft  carrier  with  very 
limited  maneuverability  in  confined 
quarters. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  amendment  is 
effective  while  the  USS  JOHN  F. 
KENNEDY  is  underway  in  Boston 
Harbor,  approximately  from  11  a.m.  to  3 
p.m.  EDT,  May  29, 1980  and  from  2  p.m. 
to  6  p.m.  EDT,  June  4, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lieutenant  Commander  Harvey  Knuth, 
Marine  Safety  Office,  447  Commercial 
Street,  Boston,  MA  (617)  223-1470. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
regulations  are  being  issued  without 
prior  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
they  may  be  effective  in  less  than  30 
days  from  publication  because  this 
safety  zone  involves  a  military  function 
of  the  United  States. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in  the 
drafting  of  this  document  are  Lieutenant 
Commander  Harvey  Knuth,  Marine 
Safety  Office,  Boston,  MA,  and 
Lieutenant  Joseph  Donovan,  Project 
Attorney,  First  Coast  Guard  District 
Legal  Office, 

In  consideration  of  the  above.  Part  165 
of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
165.100  to  read  as  follows: 

§  165.100  Boston  Harbor,  Mass. 

The  area  within  500  yards  ahead,  200^ 
yards  on  either  side,  and  500  yards 
astern  of  the  USS  JOHN  F.  KENNEDY, 
while  she  is  underway  in  Boston  Harbor 
within  the  following  boundaries,  is  a 
safety  zone — the  Boston  North  Channel, 
south  of  latitude  42'’22’  N;  President 
Roads;  and  the  Boston  Main  Channel, 
from  President  Roads  to  the  Fort  Point 
Channel. 


(33  U.S.C.  1225, 1231;  49  CFR  1.46(n)(4).) 

Dated:  April  25, 1980. 

R.  Barry  Eldridge, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Captain  of  the 
Port,  Boston,  Mass. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14265  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4aiO-14-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Maritime  Administration 
46  CFR  Part  252 

Operating-Differential  Subsidy  for  Bulk 
Cargo  Vessels  Engaged  in  Worldwide 
Services 

AGENCY:  Maritime  Administration. 
Department  of  Commerce. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  final  rule  revises  46  CFR 
§  252.21  to  modify  the  foreign-to-foreign 
trading  restrictions  contained  in  that 
part.  Under  this  regulation  the  amount  of 
operating-differential  subsidy  (ODS) 
payable  will  no  longer  vary  directly  with 
the  percentage  of  total  cargo  carried  in 
U.S.  foreign  commerce.  Rather,  100 
percent  of  subsidy  otherwise  payable 
under  the  ODS  Agreement  (ODSA) 
would  be  paid  to  the  operator.  Provision 
is  made  for  review  and  approval  of 
charters  which  exceed  five  years. 
Approval  of  such  charters  shall  be 
based  on  a  tinding  that  it  is  probable 
that  the  vessel  may  reasonably  be 
expected  to  be  employed  in  the  carriage 
of  a  significant  volume  of  cargo  in  U.S. 
foreign  commerce  during  a  substantial 
portion  of  its  economic  life.  Technical 
and  conforming  amendments  are  being 
made  to  other  sections  of  Part  252. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  8, 1980 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Kenneth  W.  Willis,  Office  of 
Subsidy  Contracts.  Maritime 
Administration,  Washington.  D.C.  20230, 
Tel,  (202)  377-4660. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A 
determination  has.  been  made  that  the 
amendments  to  46  CFR  252.21  do  not 
meet  the  criteria  for  requiring  a 
regulatory  analysis  that  have  been 
established  pursuant  to  EO  12044  (43  FR 
12661),  Department  of  Commerce 
Administrative  Order  218-7  and 
Maritime  Administration  procedures  (44 
FR  2082).  However,  a  regulatory 
analysis  has  been  prepared  based  on  a 
determination  that  there  is  sufficient 
public  interest  in  the  subject  matter.  It 
will  be  made  available  for  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  in  Room 
3099A,  Department  of  Commerce 
Building.  46  CFR  252.1  contains  an 
“essential  service”  requirement. 
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included  in  each  ODSA,  that  during  any 
period  of  subsidized  service  (36 
successive  calendar  months  of  operation 
or,  at  the  election  of  the  operator,  12 
successive  calendar  months  of 
operation)  the  vessel  must  carry  a 
minimum  of  30  percent  of  all  cargo  in  the 
U.S.  foreign  commerce.  The  amount  of 
ODS  otherwise  payable  (after  reduction 
for  carriage  in  the  domestic  trade] 
increases  from  40  percent  at  that 
minimum  level  of  participation  in  foreign 
commerce  to  full  subsidy  for  carriage  at 
the  level  of  50  percent  or  more. 

In  1976,  a  petition  was  filed  with  the 
Maritime  Administration  (MARAD)  in 
behalf  of  a  group  of  subsidized  bulk 
vessel  operators  requesting  a  four  year 
temporary  waiver  of  the  trading 
restrictions  included  in  their  respective 
ODSAs.  The  bulk  operators  contended 
that  these  restrictions  effectively  limited 
their  foreign-to-foreign  operations  and 
made  them  less  competitive  with 
foreign-flag  bulk  carriers,  since  the 
flexibility  to  trade  anywhere  in  the 
world  is  a  requisite  for  bulk  trading.  The 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Maritime  Affairs 
(Assistant  Secretary)  determined  that 
effective  July  8, 1976,  and  until 
December  31, 1977,  essential  service  for 
bulk  carriers  would  be  worldwide 
service,  inclusive  of  foreign-to-foreign 
trading.  The  Maritime  Subsidy  Board 
(Board)  approved  amendments  to  the 
various  ODSAs  and  to  46  CFR  252.21  to 
reflect  the  temporary  waiver  of  the 
foreign  commerce  percentage  carriage 
requirement. 

In  December  of  1977,  a  petition  was 
filed  with  MARAD  which  included  a 
request  for  permanent  modification  of 
the  requirements  of  46  CFR  252.21  and  of 
the  respective  ODSAs,  and  for  the 
extension  of  the  temporary  waiver  of 
these  requirements  beyond  the  original 
expiration  date  of  December  31, 1977, 
pending  MARAD  consideration  of  the 
request  for  permanent  modification.  The 
Board  extended  the  temporary  waiver 
until  December  31, 1978,  and  the 
Assistant  Secretary  reaffirmed  the 
determination  that  worldwide  trade 
would  satisfy  the  essential  service 
requirement  for  bulk  operators  during 
that  extented  period.  Subsequent 
actions  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  and 
the  Board  extended  the  temporary 
waiver  until  the  earlier  of  June  30, 1980, 
or  adoption  in  final  form  of  the 
permanent  amendment  to  46  CFR  252.21. 
On  May  31, 1979,  a  proposed  rule  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
31239]  and  comments  were  invited. 
Comments  were  submitted  on  behalf  of 
two  groups  of  operators.  Final 
amendments  to  46  CFR  252.21  have  been 
made  after  consideration  of  the 


comments  submitted.  Only  major 
comments  are  discussed  below.  Other 
changes  have  been  made  for  purposes  of 
consistency  and  clarity,  some  in 
response  to  comments. 

Discussion  of  Major  Comments 

Section  252.21(a) 

Comment  One  of  the  commentators 
questions  the  necessity  for  a  reference 
in  the  §  252.21(a]  of  the  proposed 
regulation  to  sections  601(a)  and  603(a] 
of  the  Act  in  describing  “essential 
service”,  and  contends  that  the 
reference  to  section  211(b)  is  adequate. 
Section  601(a)  incorporates  by  reference 
the  provision  of  section  211(b),  and 
makes  them  applicable  to  Title  VI.  The 
commentator  believes  that,  since  there 
are  numerous  other  references  to 
“essential  service”  in  Title  VI  of  the  Act, 
the  references  to  sections  601(a)  and 
603(a]  are  superfluous  and  should  be 
deleted  to  avoid  confusion. 

Response.  We  agree,  and  the 
references  to  sections  601(a]  and  603(a] 
have  been  deleted. 

Section  252.21(b) 

Proposed  §  252.21(b)  provides  that 
“Charters  exceeding  five  years  shall  be 
approved  if  the  Assistant  Secretary 
determines  that  the  vessel  will  probably 
be  employed  during  a  substantial 
portion  o/its  economic  life  in  carrying  a 
significant  volume  of  cargo  in  the  U.S. 
foreign  commerce. "  (emphasis  supplied). 
The  comparable  provision  in  the 
regulations  governing  CDS  built  vessels, 
46  CFR  Part  278,  states  that  “In  general, 
charters  in  excess  of  five  years  will  be 
approved,  if  based  upon  the  terms  of  the 
charter  and  taking  into  consideration  the 
nature  of  business  of  the  charterer,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  finds  that  the  vessel 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  be 
employed  to  a  significant  extent  during 
the  period  of  the  charter  in  the  U.S. 
export-import  commerce. "  (emphasis 
supplied). 

Both  commentators  point  out  several 
inconsistencies  between  the  proposed 
§  252.21(b)  and  the  comparable 
provisions  in  the  regulations  governing 
CDS  built  vessels,  46  CFR  Part  278,  as 
follows: 

Comment  In  46  CFR  Part  278,  the 
operative  word  is  “finds”,  while  in  the 
proposed  §  252.21(b),  the  operative  word 
is  “determines”.  If  no  substantive 
difference  is  intended,  the  same  word 
should  be  used  in  both  regulations. 

Response.  We  agree  that  it  is 
preferable  to  use  the  same  term  to 
convey  the  same  meaning.  In  the  context 
of  both  46  CFR  Part  278  and  46  CFR 
252.21  the  intended  requirement  is  that 
the  Assistant  Secretary,  based  on  an 


assessment  of  all  facts  and  data 
available,  including  the  terms  of  the 
charter  and  the  business  of  the 
charterer,  is  assured  that  the  vessel  will 
be  operated  in  the  U.S.  foreign 
commerce.  Accordingly,  the  word 
“finds”  has  been  used  in  §  252.21. 

Comment  Proposed  §  252.21(b) 
provides  that  for  a  charter  to  be 
approved  a  substantial  portion  of  the 
vessel’s  economic  life  must  be  spent  in 
carrying  a  significant  volume  of  cargo  in 
the  U.S.  foreign  commerce.  In  46  CFR 
Part  278,  the  determination  is  made  only 
for  the  period  covering  the  term  of  the 
charter.  The  variance  in  requirements 
creates  an  artificial  difference  between 
the  CDS  and  ODS  programs.  For 
example,  a  6-year  charter  could  be 
approved  under  the  CDS  regulations  but 
could  not  be  approved  under  §  252.21(b) 
unless  the  Assistant  Secretary 
determines  that  the  vessel  will  be 
employed  in  the  U.S.  foreign  commerce 
for  a  substantial  portion  of  its  economic 
life.  In  the  case  of  a  new  bulk  vessel,  the 
economic  life  would  be  20  or  25  years 
and  the  determination  would  have  to  be 
made  for  a  period  of  14  to  19  years 
beyond  the  term  of  the  6-year  charter. 
Related  to  this  issue,  the  proposed  ODS 
regulations  do  not  refer  to  the  criteria 
the  Assistant  Secretary  would  use  in 
making  his  determinations  with  respect 
to  that  portion  of  the  vessel's  economic 
life  not  covered  by  the  charter. 
Questions  are  raised  that  such  criteria 
can  be  established. 

Both  commentators  conclude  that  the 
basis  for  approval  of  charters  should  be 
the  same  for  both  the  CDS  and  ODS 
programs,  and  propose  that  the  language 
in  the  CDS  regulations  be  adopted  for 
ODS  purposes  as  well. 

Response.  It  is  acknowledged  that 
there  is  a  basic  difference  between  the 
CDS  and  ODS  regulations  with  respect 
to  foreign-to-foreign  trade.  The 
distinction  made  is  intentional.  The  ODS 
regulations,  in  46  CFR  252.21  as 
originally  promulgated,  provided  for 
specific  percentage  levels  of 
participation  required  of  bulk  vessels  in 
the  U;S.  export-import  commerce.  The 
intent  was  to  assure  that  bulk  vessels 
under  ODS  contract  would  actually  be 
engaged  in  the  U.S.  foreign  commerce 
for  a  substantial  portion  of  their 
economic  lives.  While  percentage 
requirements  resulting  in  reduction  of 
ODS  payment  levels  are  being 
eliminated,  the  objective  remains  the 
same,  namely,  that  a  bulk  vessel  under 
ODS  contract  will  be  employed  in  the 
U.S.  foreign  commerce  for  a  substantial 
portion  of  its  economic  life. 

Section  905(a)  of  the  Act  specifically 
provides  that  in  the  context  of  section 
607  of  the  Act,  concerning  capital 
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construction  funds,  and  Title  V, 
concerning  CDS,  foreign  commerce  or 
foreign  trade  shall  also  include  foreign- 
to-foreign  trading  for  bulk  vessels.  No 
reference  is  made  to  Title  VI  of  the  Act, 
pertaining  to  ODS.  It  has  been 
interpreted  that  section  211  (b)  of  the  act 
provides  a  measure  of  flexibility  to  ODS 
bulk  vessels  with  respect  to  foreign-to- 
foreign  trading.  However,  whether  the 
level  of  such  flexibility  for  ODS  vessels 
is  legally  identical  to  ^at  for  vessels 
built  under  the  CDS  program,  as 
specifically  referenced  in  section  905[a), 
is  not  clear  and  need  not  be  decided  in 
this  instance.  As  a  matter  of  policy, 
without  a  decision  on  strictly  legal 
requirements,  a  difference  is 
appropriate.  The  beneht  from  the  CDS 
program  is  achieved  when  a  new  CDS 
vessel  is  built  with  the  direct  benefit 
accruing  to  the  shipyard.  These  benefits, 
therefore,  are  essentially  accrued  “up 
front.”  In  the  ODS  program  the  benefit 
to  the  United  States  which  MARAD 
seeks  comes  from  receiving  a  specified 
level  of  service  in  U.S.  foreign  commerce 
in  return  for  a  specified  amoimt  of  direct 
financial  aid  to  the  operator,  both  of 
which  occur  over  a  period  of  time.  These 
benefits  accrue  on  a  quid-pro-quo  basis. 
Because  of  this  difference  the  level  of 
flexibility  provided  to  CDS  vessels  has 
always  been,  and  should  be,  greater 
than  that  given  to  ODS  vessels  regarding 
foreign-to-foreign  trading  privileges.  In 
drafting  46  CFR  252.21,  MARAD  did  not 
intend  to  provide  the  same  flexibility  as 
under  46  CFR  Part  278  with  respect  to 
foreign-to-foreign  trading.  Accordingly, 
the  proposed  §  252.21(b)  has  not  been 
changed  to  adopt  the  wording  of  the 
CDS  regulations,  46  CFR  278. 

The  criteria  that  the  Assistant 
Secretary  would  use  under  the  ODS 
regulations  in  46  CFR  Part  252  in 
determining  whether  a  vessel  would  be 
employed  for  a  substantial  portion  of  its 
economic  life  in  U.S.  foreign  commerce 
would  be  much  the  same  as  that  used  in 
evaluating  a  20-  or  25-year  charter  under 
the  CDS  regulations,  and  are  set  forth  in 
the  revision  of  this  paragraph. 

Comment.  In  the  CDS  regulations,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  may  find  that  a 
vessel  “may  reasonably  be  expected”  to 
be  employed  in  the  U.S.  foreign 
commerce,  while  the  standard  in 
§  252.21(b)  is  that  the  vessel  “will 
probably”  be  employed  in  such  trade. 
Assuming  no  difference  is  intended,  it  is 
proposed  that  the  CDS  language  be 
used. 

Response.  The  level  of  flexibility 
accorded  to  CDS  and  ODS  vessels  is  not 
equal  and  it  is  not  intended  to  be  equal. 
The  term  “will  probably”  reflects  a 
stronger  obligation  to  employ  an  ODS 


vessel  in  U.S.  foreign  commerce  in 
keeping  with  the  differing  levels  of 
flexibility.  Accordingly,  the  term  “will 
probably”  has  been  retained  in  the  final 
regulation. 

Comment  The  CDS  regulations  allow 
the  Assistant  Secretary  the  flexibility  to 
approve  a  charter,  notwithstanding  its 
failure  to  meet  the  specified  standards, 
upon  finding  that  such  approval  will 
provide  demonstrable  benefits  under  the 
maritime  or  other  national  policies  of 
the  United  States.  One  commentator 
proposes  that  the  same  flexibility  be 
provided  in  the  ODS  regulations. 

Response.  As  previously  discussed, 
the  ODS  bulk  regulations  are  not 
intended  to  provide  the  flexibility  that 
would  allow  the  essential  service 
requirement  to  be  satisfied  exclusively 
by  foreign-to-foreign  trading  of  bulk 
cargo  vessels.  Accordingly,  the  required 
finding  by  the  Assistant  Secretary,  that 
the  vessel  “will  probably  be  employed 
during  a  substantial  portion  of  its 
economic  life  *  *  *  in  the  U.S.  foreign 
commerce”,  has  not  been  qualified  in 
any  manner  that  would  allow  a  waiver. 

Comment  Proposed  §  252.21(b) 
provides  that  the  “ODSA  default 
provisions  shall  be  applicable  to 
noncompliance  with  this  requirement  for 
approval  of  charters.  This  requirement  is 
not  necessary  under  the  circumstances, 
since  the  terms  of  the  ODSA  itself 
determine  the  contractual  obligations  of 
the  operator. 

Response.  Article  11-22  of  ODSA 
standard  part  II-B  reads,  in  part, 

"Events  of  Default  The  following  shall 
constitute  events  of  default  under  this 
Agreement  *  *  *  (f)  Failure  by  the 
Operator  to  comply  with  any  applicable 
provision  of  the  Act,  any  law 
administered  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs,  the 
Maritime  Subsidy  Board  or  the  Maritime 
Administration,  or  any  rule  or 
regulation  *  *  *  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  relating  to  the 
operation  of  the  subsidized  vessels.  ” 

Part  I  of  each  of  the  ODSAs  for  bulk 
operators  requires  compliance  with  such 
regulations  as  may  be  formulated  by  the 
Maritime  Administration,  provided  such 
regulations  are  not  inconsistent  with  the 
terms  of  the  ODSA.  The  subsidized 
operators  have  maintained  that  under 
these  provisions,  they  would  not  have  to 
comply  with  regulations  which  could  be 
construed  as  inconsistent  with  the 
contract  provisions.  Under  this 
interpretation,  the  default  provisions  of 
the  ODSA  would  not  apply.  It  is  the 
intent  of  the  Board  to  clarify  that  the 
ODSA  default  provisions  shall  apply  to 
noncompliance  with  this  provision  of  the 
regulations.  A  regulation  has  the  force 


and  effect  of  law  imless  and  until 
revoked.  Finthermore,  the  agency 
affords  an  opportunity  for  comment  on 
all  significant  proposed  regulations, 

'  pursuant  to  provision  of  EO  12044. 
Accordingly,  this  provision  has  been 
retained  in  the  final  regulation. 

Comment.  The  last  sentence  of 
§  252.21(b)  states,  “Charters  that  do  not 
or  may  not  exceed  five  years  do  not 
have  to  be  submitted  for  approval  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  unless  otherwise 
specifically  required  by  agreement,” 
These  provisions  are  interpreted  to 
mean  that  more  restrictive  provisions 
,jpan  be  “required  by  agreement.”  It  is  the 
view  of  the  commentators  that  46  CFR 
252  should  contain  the  most  restrictive 
requirements  applicable  to  charters  and 
only  less  stringent  requirements  should 
'result  by  agreement. 

Response.  In  the  initial  grant  of  an 
ODSA,  unique  circiunstances  may  be 
present  which  would  require  approval  of 
all  financial  arrangements,  including 
charters,  which  may  be  entered  into  by 
the  operator.  Under  such  circumstances, 
special  provisions  would  be  negotiated 
with  the  operator  for  inclusion  in  the 
ODSA.  The  Board  must  retain  the  right 
to  include  such  provisions  in  any  ODSA. 
No  change  in  the  proposed  regulation 
has  been  made  in  this  regard.  However, 
for  clarity  and  for  consistency  with 
comparable  provisions  in  the  proposed 
dry  bulk  regulations,  46  CFR  Part  254, 
the  wording  of  this  sentence  has  been 
changed  as  follows: 

Charters  that  do  not  exceed  5  years  and  do 
not  provide  for  extensions  beyond  5  years  do 
not  require  approval  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  imless  otherwise  required  by  the 
ODSA. 

With  respect  to  approval  of  existing 
charters,  §  252.21(b)  will  also  include  the 
following  sentence: 

Charters  previously  approved  by  the 
Maritime  Administration  under  existing 
procedures  are  deemed  approved  for 
purposes  of  this  §  252.21. 

Inclusion  of  this  sentence  will 
eliminate  the  necessity  for  a  separate 
action  approving  each  existing  charter 
after  adoption  of  the  final  regulation  in 
46  CFR  252.21.  MARAD  has  reviewed 
existing  charters  exceeding  5  years 
duration,  all  of  which  have  been 
approved  under  the  CDS  regulations,  46 
CFR  Part  278.  Based  on  the  substantial 
activity  of  the  affected  operators  in  U.S. 
foreign  commerce  to  date  and  under  the 
terms  of  the  charters,  the  agency  has 
determined  that  the  charters  qualify  for 
approval  under  the  ODS  regulations. 

Section  252.21(c) 

Comment  This  section  includes 
requirements  relating  to  the  authority  of 
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the  Board  to  modify  the  ODS  regulations 
"as  future  circumstances  may  dictate.” 
The  second  sentence  of  this  paragraph 
states  that  “*  *  *  any  such  modification 
*  *  *  shall  apply  only  to  prospective 
charters,  regardless  of  duration,  that  are 
executed  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of 
the  Board  action.”  The  commentators 
believe  that  this  sentence  is  not  clear. 

As  written,  it  appears,  for  example,  that 
a  2  year  charter  executed  after  a 
modification  of  the  regulation,  would  be 
subject  to  submission  and  approval  even 
though  §  252.21(b)  clearly  provides  that 
a  charter  of  less  than  5  years  duration  is 
not  subject  to  submission  or  approval. 

Response.  It  is  impossible  to  predict 
what  modifications  would  be  made  by 
the  Board  in  the  future.  This  would  be 
entirely  dependent  on  the  Board’s 
assessment  of  whether  the  existing 
regulation  has  accomplished  its 
objective  of  granting  flexibility  to  the 
subsidized  operators,  while  adequately 
promoting  the  foreign  commerce  of  the 
United  States.  Any  modification  could 
be  made  applicable  to  all  prospective 
charters  or  to  only  those  exceeding  a 
specified  term.  We  concede  that  the 
second  sentence  of  §  252.21(c),  by 
providing  that  future  modifications  will 
be  applicable  to  all  prospective  charters, 
regardless  of  duration,  may  be 
reasonably  interpreted  as  denying  to  the 
Board  a  reasonable  level  of  flexibility 
that  it  might  exercise  at  any  given  time. 
Accordingly,  the  second  sentence  of 
§  252.21(c)  has  been  changed  as  follows: 

However,  any  such  modification  made  by 
the  Board  shall  apply  only  to  charters  that 
are  executed  on  or  after  the  date  of  the  Board 
action,  and  the  Board  shall  have  discretion  in 
determining  whether  such  modification  shall 
have  general  or  limited  applicability. 

Section  252.21(d) 

Comment.  The  second  sentence  of  this 
section  states:  “Any  specific 
requirement  set  forth  in  any  other  part 
of  Title  46.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
that  relates  specifically  to  dry  bulk 
cargo  vessels,  shall  govern  where 
inconsistent  with  this  provision.”  This 
sentence  would  make  all  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  and  Federal  Maritime 
Commission  regulations,  as  contained  in 
Title  46  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  superior  in  effect  to  these 
regulations.  Further,  it  appears  to  make 
liquid  bulk  vessels  subject  to  all  dry 
bulk  vessel  regulations.  Finally,  the 
practical  effect  of  this  sentence  would 
be  to  force  an  operator  to  review  every 
sentence  of  Title  46,  which  comprises  10 
volumes  and  3,694  printed  pages,  to 
determine  whether  “any  other 
Part  *  *  *  shall  govern”. 


Response.  This  provision  was 
included  in  the  proposed  regulation  to 
assure  that  the  ODS  regulations  for  dry 
bulk  vessels,  46  CFR  Part  254,  as  may 
finally  be  adopted,  would  govern  as  to 
dry  bulk  vessels.  The  present 
regulations,  46  CFR  Part  252,  apply  to  all 
bulk  vessels  and  contain  provisions  that 
are  inconsistent  with  the  proposed  ODS 
regulaitons  for  dry  bulk  vessels. 
Following  adoption  of  46  CFR  Part  254, 
46  CFR  Part  252  would  have  to  be 
modified  to  restrict  their  applicability  to 
liquid  dry  bulk  vessels.  It  was  intended 
that,  in  the  interim,  the  inclusion  in 
§  252.21(d)  of  the  sentence  in  question 
would  serve  to  make  the  provisions  of 
46  CFR  Part  252  inapplicable  to  dry  bulk 
vessels  where  such  provisions  are 
inconsistent  with  those  contained  in  46 
CFR  Part  254.  To  clarify  this  intent,  the 
wording  of  the  second  sentence  of 
§  252.21(d)  has  been  changed  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  any  ODS  regulations 
pertaining  specifically  to  dry  bulk  cargo 
vessels,  as  may  be  finally  adopted  by  the 
Maritime  Administration  and  set  forth  in 
Title  46,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  shall 
govern  as  to  dry  bulk  cargo  vessels,  where 
such  provisions  are  inconsistent  with  those 
contained  in  this  §  252.21. 

General  comment.  One  of  the 
commentators  stated  that  under  existing 
ODSA,  operators  may  elect  to  have  their 
ODS  determined  in  accordance  with  any 
new  rules  and  regulations  of  general 
applicability  relating  to  the  payment  of 
ODS  with  respect  to  bulk  cargo  carrying 
vessels.  The  proposed  regulations 
should  explicitly  provide  that  if  an 
operator  elects  to  proceed  under  these 
new  essential  service  requirements,  he 
is  not  precluded  from  reinstating  the 
initial  terms  of  his  ODSA  at  some  future 
date.  This  would  ensure  that,  even  if 
these  regulations  are  subsequently 
modified,  an  existing  operator  would  not 
be  subjected  to  essential  service 
requirements  that  are  any  more 
stringent  than  those  that  are  currently  in 
effect. 

Response.  Adoption  of  this  proposal 
would  unreasonably  restrict  the 
authority  of  the  Board  to  administer  the 
ODS  Program  relative  to  bulk  vessels 
through  its  regulations.  The  suggested 
provision  has  not  been  adopted  in  the 
final  regulation. 

Accordingly,  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  252,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

§  252.3  [Amended] 

1.  Section  252.3  is  amended  as  follows: 

(a)  By  substituting  the  term  "Assistant 
Administrator  for  Maritime  Aids”  for 
“Director,  Office  of  Subsidy 
Administration”  in  paragraph  (f). 


(b)  By  deleting  the  text  of  paragraph 
(s). 

(c)  By  redesignating  paragraphs  “t”, 
"u”  and  "v”  as  paragraphs  “s”,  “t”  and 
“u”. 

2.  Section  252.21  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  252.21  Essential  service  requirement. 

(a)  Essential  service.  A  vessel  which 
is  not  subject  to  a  charter,  or  a  vessel 
subject  to  a  charter  which  does  not 
exceed  5  years  duration  and  which  may 
not  be  extended  beyond  5  years 
duration  by  exercise  of  an  option  either 
within  the  charter  or  contained  in  a 
separate  agreement,  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  in  an  essential  service,  within  the 
meaning  of  section  211(b)  of  the  Act. 

The  operator  shall  be  entitled  to  the  full 
amount  of  ODS  payable  under  the 
operator’s  ODSA  (less  any  reduction 
with  respect  to  the  carriage  of  cargo  in 
the  coastwise  or  intercoastal  trades,  as 
described  in  section  605(a)  of  the  Act).  A 
vessel  subject  to  a  charter  which 
exceeds  5  years  duration,  or  which  may 
be  extended  beyond  5  years  duration  by 
exercise  of  an  option  (pmsuant  to 
provision  of  the  charter  or  any  separate 
agreement),  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in 
an  essential  service  unless  such  charter 
has  been  approved  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section. 

{)>)  Approval  of  charters.  Charters  of 
vessels  ^at  exceed  5  years  duration  or 
that  may  be  extended  beyond  5  years 
duration  by  exercise  of  an  option 
(pursuant  to  provision  of  the  charter  or 
any  separate  agreement)  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
review  and  approval  at  least  30  days 
prior  to  execution  of  such  charter. 
Charters  exceeding  5  years  shall  be 
approved  if  the  Assistant  Secretary 
finds  that  the  vessel  will  probably  be 
employed  during  a  substantial  portion  of 
its  economic  life  in  carrying  a  significant 
volume  of  cargo  in  the  U.S.  foreign 
commerce.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
shall  base  this  finding  on  all  relevant 
considerations,  including  but  not  limited 
to,  the  terms  of  the  charter,  the  business 
of  the  charterer  and  the  normal 
tendency  for  bulk  operators  to 
participate  substantially  in  U.S.  foreign 
commerce.  When  the  Assistant 
Secretary  has  made  this  finding  with 
respect  to  a  vessel,  its  operations  during 
any  period  of  subsidized  service  while 
subject  to  that  charter  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  operation  in  an  essential  service. 
The  payment  of  ODS  for  such  period 
shall  not  be  reduced  because  of  any 
amendment  to  this  section  or  any  other 
provision  in  this  Part  252  made  prior  to 
expiration  of  the  charter.  ODSA  default 
provisions  shall  be  applicable  to 
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noncompliance  with  this  requirement. 
Charters  that  do  not  exceed  5  years  and 
do  not  provide  for  extension  beyond  5 
years  do  not  have  to  be  submitted  for 
approval  by  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
unless  otherwise  required  by  the  ODSA. 
Charters  previously  approved  by  the 
Maritime  Administration  under  existing 
procedures  are  deemed  approved  for 
purposes  of  this  §  252.21. 

(c)  Modification  of  Requirement.  The 
Board  shall  have  the  authority  to  modify 
prospectively  the  provisions  of  this 

§  252.21  as  future  circumstances  may 
dictate.  However,  any  such  modification 
made  by  the  Board  shall  apply  only  to 
charters  that  are  executed  on  or  after 
the  date  of  the  Board  action,  and  the 
Board  shall  have  discretion  in 
determining  whether  such  modification 
shall  have  general  or  limited 
applicability. 

(d)  Applicability.  This  is  a  general 
requirement  applicable  to  the  payment 
of  ODS  to  operators  of  all  types  of  bulk 
cargo  vessels.  The  provisions  of  any 
ODS  regulations  pertaining  specifically 
to  dry  bulk  cargo  vessels  as  may  be 
Anally  adopted  by  the  Maritime 
Administration  and  set  forth  in  Title  46, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  shall 
govern  as  to  dry  bulk  cargo  vessels 
where  such  provisions  are  inconsistent 
with  those  contained  in  this  §  252.21. 

§252.23  [Deleted] 

3.  Section  252.23  "Demonstration  of 
adequate  financial  resources”,  is  deleted 
in  its  entirety. 

§252.24  [Amended] 

4.  In  §  252.24  “Financial  and  other 
reporting  requirements”,  subdivision  (v) 
and  (vi)  of  paragraph  (a](3]  are  deleted 
in  their  entirety. 

§252.40  [Amended] 

5.  In  §  252.40  “Payment  of  subsidy”, 

(a)  Delete — paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)  in 
their  entirety. 

(b)  Redesignate  paragraph  “(f)”  as 
“(d)”. 

(c)  In  redesignated  paragraph  (d) 
“Audit  of  operator’s  record,”  delete  the 
last  sentence  of  subdivision  (1)  relating 
to  verification  of  the  cargo  percentage 
carriage  in  U.S.  foreign  commerce. 

§  252.41  [Amended] 

6.  Amend  §  252.41  “Subsidy  billing 
procedures”,  as  follows: 

(a)  Delete  subdivisions  “(ix)”  and 
“(x)”  of  paragraph  (b)  in  their  entirety 
and  redesignate  subdivision  “(xi)”  as 
subdivision  “(ix)”. 

(b)  Delete  schedules  “E”  and  “F”  in 
their  entirety. 

(Sec.  204(b]  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as 
amended  (46  U.S.C.  1114(b});  Reorganization 


Plans  No.  21  of  1950  (64  Stat.  1273)  and  No.  7 
of  1961  (75  Stat.  840),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L 
91-469  (84  Stat.  1036);  Department  of 
Commerce  Organization  Order  10-8  (38  FR 
19707,  July  23. 1973U 

By  order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs/Maritime 
Subsidy  Board,  Maritime  Administration. 

Dated:  April  29, 1980. 

Robert  J.  Patton,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14180  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-15-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

49  CFR  Part  220 

[Docket  No.  RSOR-5,  Notice  No.  3] 

Radio  Standards  and  Procedures; 
Schedule  of  Civil  Penalties 

agency:  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  (FRA),  Department  of 
Transportation  (DOT). 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  Part  220  prescribes 
procedures  governing  the  use  of  radio 
communications  in  connection  with 
railroad  operations.  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  amend  Part  220  by  the 
addition  of  a  new  appendix  which  sets 
forth  the  schedule  of  civil  penalties  that 
are  applicable  to  any  violation  of  this 
Part. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  8, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Principal  Authors 

Principal  program  person:  John  A. 
McNally,  Office  of  Safety,  Federal 
Railroad  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590  (202-426-9178). 

Principal  attorney:  Michael  E.  Chase, 
Office  of  Chief  Counsel,  Federal 
Railroad  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590  (202-426-8836). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

Section  202(a)  of  the  Federal  Railroad 
Safety  Act  of  1970  (“Safety  Act”),  45 
U.S.C.  431(a),  provides  in  pertinent  part 
that  “(tjhe  Secretary  of  Transportation” 
shall  (1)  prescribe,  as  necessary, 
appropriates  rules  *  *  *  for  all  areas  of 
railroad  safety  *  *  *.”  The  Secretary 
has  delegated  his  responsibilities  under 
the  Safety  Act  to  the  Administrator  of 
the  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
(49  CFR  1.49(n)). 

On  August  11, 1975,  the  FRA 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
33682)  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
(NPRM)  stating  that  the  FRA  was 


considering  the  issuance  of  a  new  Part 
220  which  would  prescribe  mandatory 
procedures  governing  the  use  of  radio 
communications  in  connection  with 
railroad  operations.  Interested  persons 
were  invited  to  participate  in  the 
rulemaking  proceeding  by  submitting 
written  comments  and  commenting 
orally  at  a  scheduled  public  hearing. 

After  reviewing  and  analyzing  all  of 
the  comments  submitted  the  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  (FRA)  on 
January  27, 1977,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (42  FR  5064)  a  Hnal  rule 
prescribing  mandatory  radio  standards 
and  procedures  governing  the  use  of 
radio  communications  in  connection 
with  railroad  operations. 

The  FRA  is  now  adding  Appendix  C 
to  Part  220,  a  penalty  schedule 
applicable  to  violations  of  the  Part,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
section  209  of  the  Safety  Act,  45  U.S.C. 
438.  Section  209(b)  provides,  in  pertinent 
part,  that  “(tJhe  Secretary  shall  *  *  * 
make  applicable  to  any  railroad  safety 
rule,  regulations,  order,  or  standard 
issued  under  this  title  a  civil  penalty  for 
violation  thereof  *  *  *  in  such  amount, 
not  less  than  $250  nor  more  than  $2,500, 
as  he  deems  reasonable.” 

The  penalty  schedule  in  Appendix  C 
is  based  on  the  seriousness  of  the 
violation.  The  basic  penalty  ranges  from 
$500  to  $1,000  depending  on  which 
section  of  Part  220  is  violated.  The 
penalty  for  an  intentional  violation  (a 
violation  caused  by  the  knowing  and 
willful  failure  of  the  carrier,  its  officers 
or  agents  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  Part  220)  ranges  between  $1,000  and 
$2,500  depending  upon  the  section 
violated.  As  provided  for  in  §  220.7  (49 
CFR  220.7),  the  Administrator 
specifically  reserves  the  authority  to 
assess  the  maximum  penalty  as  well  as 
the  authority  to  assess  the  minimum 
penalty  of  $250  for  any  specific 
violation. 

As  authorized  by  section  209  of  the 
Safety  Act,  FRA  will  attempt  to  settle 
violation  claims  administratively,  using 
procedures  similar  to  those  established 
under  the  Federal  Claims  Collection  Act 
(31  U.S.C.  951-953),  before  transmitting 
the  case  to  the  Attorney  General.  (See 
H.R.  Rep.  No.  1194, 91st  Cong.,  2nd  Sess. 
(1970)).  In  no  case  will  a  claim  be 
compromised  for  less  than  $250. 

The  addition  of  Appendix  C 
constitutes  a  statement  of  policy  by  the 
FRA.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  533  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  533),  notice  and 
public  procedure  are  not  required  and 
this  amendment  may  be  made  effective 
in  less  than  30  days  after  publication. 
Furthermore,  FRA  has  evaluated  the 
addition  of  this  appendix  in  accordance 
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with  Executive  Order  12044  (43  FR 
12661)  and  the  Department  of 
Transportation’s  policies  for  the 
evaluation  of  regulatory  impacts  (44  FR 
11034).  The  FRA  has  concluded  that  this 
appendix  will  have  no  measurable 
regulatory  impact.  FRA  has  also 
evaluated  the  impact  of  this  action  on 
the  environment  and  on  small  business, 
and  has  concluded  that  there  is  no 
measureable  impact. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  Title  49  CFR, 
Chapter  II,  Part  220  is  amended, 
effective  upon  publication,  by  adding  a 
new  Appendix  C  as  follows: 

Appendix  C— Schedule  of  Civil  Penalties  ’ 


Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  635 

Public  Hearing  Requirements; 
Correction 

agency:  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Correction. 

summary:  In  the  Federal  Register  of 
April  17. 1980  (45  FR  26298),  UMTA 
published  regulations  concerning  public 
hearing  requirements  for  service 
changes  and  fare  changes.  The  part 
heading  was  inadvertently  omitted. 


National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300 
Whitehaven  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  (202)  634-7449. 

FR  Doc.  80-13358  is  hereby  rescinded. 

(16  U.S.C.  1801  et  seq.) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2d  day  of 
May  1980. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14270  Filed  S-6-80;  9:27  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-22-M 


Intentional* 


Section 

Violation  or  hazardous ' 
violation 

220.21  Railroad  operating  rules; 

radio  communications . - 

1,000 

2,500 

220.23  Publication  of  radio 

500 

1,000 

220.25  Instruction  of  employees..- 

1,000 

2,500 

220.27  Identification . 

1,000 

2,500 

220.29  Statement  of  letters  and 

500 

1,000 

220.31  Initiating  a  transmission _ _ 

500 

1,000 

220.33  Receiving  a  transmission.... 

500 

1,000 

220.35  Ending  a  transmission . 

500 

1,000 

220.37  Voice  test . 

1,000 

2,500 

220.39  Continuous  monitoring ....— 

500 

1,000 

220.41  Notification  on  failure  of 

1,000 

2,500 

220.43  Communication  consistent 

1,000 

2,500 

220.45  Complete  communications. 

1,000 

2,500 

220.47  Emergencies... _ _ 

500 

1,000 

220.49  Switching,  backing  or 

pushing . _.... 

1,000 

2,500 

220.51  Signal  indications . -.... 

750 

1,500 

220.61  Transmission  of  train 

orders  by  radio . 

1,000 

2,500 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charlotte  Adams,  Office  of  Program 
Analysis.  (202)  472-6997. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  page 
26300,  middle  column,  the  part  heading 
should  read  as  follows: 

PART  635— SECTION  5-FORMULA 
GRANT  URBAN  MASS  TRANSIT 
PROGRAM— REQUIREMENTS 

Dated:  April  29, 1980. 

Theordore  C.  Lutz, 

Administrator, 

[FR  Doc.  80-14248  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-57-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 


'The  Administrator  reserves  the  authority  to  assess  the 
maximum  penalty  of  S2.500  for  a  violation  of  any  section  or 
subsection  contained  in  Part  220. 

‘For  the  purpose  of  this  schedule,  an  intentional  violation  is 
knowing  and  wiltful  failure  of  a  railroad  to  comply  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  part  The  knowledge  required  for  an  intentional 
violation  is  knowledge  of  the  facts  or  gross  negligence  in  fail¬ 
ing  to  obtain  knowledge  of  the  facts  constituting  the  violatioa 
Knowledge  of  the  regulations  ia  presumed  by  law.  Evidence 
that  a  violation  has  been  repeated  or  allowed  to  continue  im¬ 
mediately  after  an  FRA  or  state  inspector  has  provided  the 
railroad  notification  of  a  deviation  from  the  same  requirement 
of  this  part  is  prima  lade  evidence  that  the  violation  was 
krxiwing  and  willful. 

‘For  purpose  of  this  schedule,  a  hazardous  violation  is  one 
which  results  in  an  immediate  hazard  of  death  or  injury,  or 
one  which  actually  results  in  an  acddenL  death,  or  injury. 

(Sec.  209,  84  Stat.  975  (45  U.S.C.  438);  Sec. 
1.49(n)  of  the  Regulations  of  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  of  Transporation,  49  CFR  1.49(n)) 
Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  April  18, 
1980. 

)ohn  M.  Sullivan, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc  80-14172  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-06-M 


50  CFR  Part  674 

Alaska  Salmon  Fishery;  Rescission  of 
Emergency  Regulations 

agency:  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration  (NOAA) 
Commerce. 

action:  Rescission  of  Emergency 
Regulations. 

summary:  This  document  rescinds  the 
emergency  regulations  for  the  Alaska 
Salmon  Fishery  published  on 
Wednesday,  April  30, 1980  (45  FR  28723), 
due  to  a  delay  in  the  approval  of  the 
Fishery  Management  Plan  for  the  High 
Seas  Salmon  Fishery  off  the  Coast  of 
Alaska. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rescission  is 
effective  on  filing. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Roland  R.  Smith,  Acting  Division 
Chief,  Permits  and  Regulations  Division, 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules.  — 


COUNCIL  ON  WAGE  AND  PRICE 
STABILITY 

6  CFR  Cti.  Vli 

Improving  Government  Regulations; 
Semi-Annual  Agenda  Pursuant  to  E.O. 
12044 

agency:  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability. 

action:  Publication  of  semi-annual 
agenda  of  voluntary  standards  and 
procedural  regulations  under 
development  or  review. 

summary:  Pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
12044,  the  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability  is  publishing  its  semi-annual 
agenda  of  standards  and  procedures 
under  development  or  review. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
David  A.  Henderson,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Council  on  Wage  and 
Price  Stability,  600 17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  O.C.  20506,  (202)  456-6210. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Executive  Order  12044  requires  every 
agency  to  publish  twice  a  year  a  list  of 
its  regulations  under  development  or 
review.  Aside  from  its  procedural  rules, 
the  Council  does  not  issue  regulations 
that  directly  require  compliance  by 
members  of  the  public;  it  does,  however, 
issue  voluntary  standards  that  members 
of  the  public  are  encouraged  to  observe. 
The  Council  is  publishing  today  its 
second  agenda  of  standards  and 
procedures  under  development  or 
review.  The  first  agenda  was  published 
on  October  31. 1979  (44  FR  62877). 

Agenda 

The  Council  expects  to  review  and 
revise  the  following  sections  of  its 
standards  and  procedures  for  the  third 
year  of  the  anti-inflation  program  which 
is  expected  to  begin  October  1, 1980: 

(a)  Part  705 — The  Pay  and  Price 
Standards  (These  standards  may  be  the 
subject  of  a  regulatory  analysis). 

(b)  Part  706 — Procedural  Rules 

(c)  Part  707 — Data  Requests 

These  standards  and  procedures  were 
promulgated  pursuant  to  the  Council  on 


Wage  and  Price  Stability  Act,  12  U.S.C. 
1904,  note.  Order  12092  (43  FR  51375), 
and  Executive  Order  12161  (44  FR 
56663). 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

R.  Robert  Russell, 

Director. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14152  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3175-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
7  CFR  Part  427 
[Arndt  No.  2] 

Oat  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 

agency:  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  USDA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  amends 
the  Oat  Crop  Insurance  Regulations 
effective  with  the  1981  crop  year  by 
changing  the  cancellation  and 
termination  for  indebtedness  dates  in 
certain  states  to  allow  for  the  insuring  of 
fall-seeded  oats.  The  current  regulations 
include  cancellation  and  termination  for 
indebtedness  dates  for  spring-seeded 
oats  only.  This  proposed  rule  is 
promulgated  under  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended. 

date:  Written  comments,  data,  and 
opinions  must  be  submitted  not  later 
than  July  7, 1980,  to  be  sure  of 
consideration. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  on  this 
proposed  rule  should  be  sent  to  James  D. 
Deal,  Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

^  Peter  F.  Cole,  Secretary,  Federal  Crop 
*  Insurance  Corporation,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture.  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-3325. 

The  Draft  Impact  Analysis  describing 
the  options  considered  in  developing 
this  proposed  rule  and  the  impact  of 
implementing  each  option  is  available 
on  request  from  the  above-named 
individual. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  action  has  been  reviewed 
under  USDA  procedures  established  in 
Secretary’s  Memorandum  No.  1955  to 
implement  Executive  Order  No.  12044, 


and  has  been  classiRed  as  "not 
significant." 

Under  the  authority  contained  in  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.),  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  amend  the  Oat  Crop 
Insurance  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part  427) 
as  published  in  the  Federal  Register  at 
44  FR  60701  (Monday,  October  22. 1979), 
effective  for  the  1981  crop  year,  relative 
to  the  cancellation  and  termination 
dates  found  in  7  CFR  427.7,  subsection 
12(c),  as  found  near  the  top  of  the  left 
column  on  page  44  FR  60707. 

The  cancellation  and  termination 
dates  in  the  current  policy  are 
applicable  only  to  spring-seeded  oat 
crops.  The  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation  has 
approved  the  addition  of  oats  as  an 
insurable  crop  in  several  counties  where 
fall-seeded  oats  are  produced.  This 
amendment  is  necessary  to  allow  the 
insuring  of  fall-seeded  oats  with  the 
proper  cancellation  and  termination 
dates. 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the  office  of  the 
Manager  during  regular  business  hours, 
8:15  a.m.  to  4:45  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Proposed  Rule 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  the  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1501  et  seq.), 
the  Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
proposes  to  amend  subsection  12(c)  of  7 
CFR  427.7  of  the  Oat  Crop  Insurance 
Regulations,  effective  with  the  1981  and 
succeeding  crop  years,  which  shall 
remain  in  effect  until  amended  or 
superseded,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  427.7  The  application  and  policy. 
***** 

12.  Life  of  contract:  Cancellation  and 
terminations.  *  *  * 

(c)  Following  are  the  cancellation  and 
termination  dates: 


Cancellation  Temiination 

State  and  county  date  date  for 

indebtedness 


Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida.  June  30 _ Oct  10. 

Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 

North  Carolina.  South  Carolina, 
and  Tenrtessee. 

Califomia: 

Modoc  and  Siskiyou  Counties ...  Dec.  31 _ Mar.  31. 

All  other  Califomia  counties . June  30 .......  Oct  10. 

Oklahoma  and  Texas . Apr.  30 - Sep.  15. 

An  other  States . Dm.  31.-.-..  Mar.  31. 
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*  *  «  *  * 

(Secs.  506,  516,  52  Stat.  73,  as  amended,  77.  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1506, 1516)) 

Note. — The  reporting  requirements 
contained  herein  have  been  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  in 
accordance  with  the  Federal  Reports  Act  of 
1942  and  0MB  Circular  A-40. 

Approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  on 
March  14, 1980. 

Peter  F.  Cole 

Secretary,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
„  Corporation. 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

Approved  by: 

W.  Otto  Johnson, 

Acting  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14171  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-08-M 


Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 
7CFR  Part  810 

Request  for  Public  Comment  on 
Official  U.S.  Standards  for  Corn, 
Soybeans,  and  Mixed  Grain 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  USDA. 

action:  Request  for  Public  Conunent  on 
Official  U.S,  Standards  for  Com, 
Soybeans,  and  Mixed  Grain. 

SUMMARY:  In  compliance  with 
requirements  for  periodic  review  of 
existing  regulations,  the  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service  proposes  studying 
and  evaluating  the  U.S.  Grain  Standards 
for  corn,  soybeans,  and  mixed  grain  to 
determine  their  effectiveness  and 
responsiveness  to  current  grain  industry 
needs.  Views  and  comments  are 
solicited  from  interested  parties  to  help 
in  the  study  and  evaluation  of  present 
grading  practices  and  standards  for 
corn,  soybeans,  and  mixed  grain  and  in 
the  development  of  any 
recommendations  for  change. 
date:  Comment  date:  Written  comments 
should  be  submitted  by  July  7, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  USDA,  FGIS,  Attention: 
Issuance  and  Coordination  Staff,  Room 
1127,  Auditor’s  Building,  1400 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  L.  Driscoll,  Director. 
Standardization  Division,  FGIS,  USDA, 
Richards-Gebaur  Air  Force  Base, 
Building  221,  Grandview,  Missouri 
64030.  Telephone  (816)  348-2861. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Standards  for  wheat,  corn,  barley,  oats, 
rye,  sorghum,  flaxseed,  soybeans, 
triticale,  and  mixed  grain  (7  CFR  Part 


810)  have  been  established  under  the 
authority  of  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act  (7  U.S.C.  71  etseq.).  To 
comply  with  Executive  Order  12044  and 
Department  policy  that  no  regulation 
exists  for  more  than  5  years  without 
review  or  repromulgation,  the  Federal 
Grain  Inspection  Service  proposes  to 
review  the  standards  for  com  (7  CFR 
810.351-810.353,  810.901,  810.904,  and 
810.905),  soybeans  (7  CFR  810.601- 
810.603,  810.901,  810.  902,  and  810.903), 
and  mixed  grain  (7  CFR  810.451-810.453 
and  810.901)  during  1980. 

Items  to  be  considered  in  this  review 
include  the  continued  need  for  the 
standards,  improvement  thereof,  the 
need  to  clarify  or  simplify  language,  and 
the  degree  to  which  technology  and 
economic  conditions  have  changed  in 
the  area  affected. 

Current  suggestions  from  interested 
parties  have  shown  a  signiBcant  interest 
in  revising  all  grain  standards  to 
incorporate  factors  that  are  better 
indicators  of  end-use  properties.  Recent 
research  by  FGIS  and  other  interested 
parties  suggests  that  there  is  a  need  for 
more  grading  factors  which  give  end-use 
information.  Areas  of  consideration 
include  the  usefulness  of  assigning  a 
grade  on  the  basis  of  moisture  in  com, 
the  grading  factors  of  broken  com  and 
foreign  material  in  com,  foreign  material 
in  soybeans,  and  test  weight  in  corn  as  a 
grade-determining  inspection  factor. 

The  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
encourages  citizen  participation  and 
solicits  Ae  public’s  views  on  any 
changes  recommended  in  the  official 
grading  standards  for  com,  soybeans, 
and  mvced  grain. 

(Secs.  5, 18,  Pub.  L  94-582, 90  SUt.  2869,  2884 
(7  U.S.C.  76, 87(e))) 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  2, 1980. 
L  E.  Bartelt, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Do&  80-14170  Filed  5-7-80;  8;4S  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-02-M 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  991 

Hops  of  Domestic  Production; 
Proposed  Amendment  of 
Administrative  Rules  and  Regulations 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Proposed  mle. 

summary:  This  action  would  suspend 
current  requirements  for  filling 
deficiencies  in  annual  allotments  under 
the  hop  marketing  order.  The  suspension 
would  apply  for  the  1980-81, 1981-82, 
and  1982-83  marketing  years.  These 


requirements  are  considered  too 
restrictive  now. 

date:  Comments  should  be  submitted 
by  May  28, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  to:  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  1077,  South  Building,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
DC.,  20250.  Two  copies  of  all  written 
materials  should  be  submitted  to,  and 
they  shall  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  S.  Miller,  Acting  Chief,  Specialty 
Crops  Branch,  Fmit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  DC  (202)  447-5053. 
SUPPLEMENTAL  INFORMATION:  The 
proposal  is  to  suspend  §  991.139  of 
Subpart — ^Administrative  Rules  and 
Regulations  (7  CFR  991.130-991-601,  44 
FR  32194,  36361J.  The  suspension  would 
be  effective  for  the  1980-81, 1981-82,  and 
1982-83  marketing  years.  The  marketing 
years  begins  August  1  and  ends  July  31. 
The  suspension  was  recommended  by 
the  Hop  Administrative  Committee  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Marketing  Order  No.  991,  as  amended  (7 
CFR  Part  991),  regulating  the  handling  of 
hops  of  domestic  production,  effective 
under  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674). 

Section  991.38(e)  permits  a  producer 
producing  less  than  the  annual  allotment 
to  fill  that  deficit  by  acquiring  hops  in 
excess  of  another  producer’s  annual 
allotment  before  these  become  reserve 
hops  under  §  991.39.  However,  the 
following  conditions  must  prevail:  (1) 

The  producer  with  the  deficit  must  have 
sufficient  hops  under  trellis  to  produce 
the  annual  allotment,  taking  into 
consideration  the  producer’s  previous 
average  yields;  and  (2)  that  producer 
must  have  made  a  bona  fide  effort  to 
grow  and  harvest  hops  according  to 
normal  commercial  practice.  The 
producers  must  report  the  transaction  to 
the  Hop  Administrative  Committee, 
including  the  names  of  both  parties,  the 
quantity,  and  any  other  information 
required  by  the  Committee  to  enable  it 
to  administer  this  provision.  Section 
991.38(e)  also  permits  the  Committee  to 
modify  these  requirements  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary. 

Currently,  §  991.139  contains  such 
modiBcations.  In  addition  to  meeting 
both  of  the  requirements  speciBed  in 
§  991.38(e),  a  producer  may  fill  a  deBcit 
in  the  annual  allotment  only  if:  (1)  The 
producer  experiences  conditions  beyond 
the  producer’s  control  (e.g.,  adverse 
climatic  conditions  or  water  shortages); 
(2)  The  producer  notiBed  the  Committee 
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within  48  hours,  or  such  other  time  as 
the  Committee  may  prescribe,  of  such 
conditions,  and  subsequently  furnishes 
proof  to  the  Committee  of  these 
conditions,  and  (3)  The  quantity  of  hops 
acquired  to  fill  the  dehcit  is  the  lesser  of: 

(a)  The  difference  between  the  annual 
allotment  and  the  harvested  quantity;  or 

(b)  The  difference  between  the 
harvested  quantity,  if  any,  from  acreage 
affected  by  conditions  beyond  the 
producer’s  control  and  the  quantity 
obtained  by  multiplying  the  producer’s 
base  yield  per  acre,  adjusted  by  the 
allotment  percentage,  by  the  munber  of 
acres  so  affected. 

In  submitting  its  recommendation,  the 
committee  observed  that  §  991.139  is  too 
restrictive  under  cxirrent  conditions,  and 
few  producers  have  qualihed  for  frlling 
deficiencies.  'The  Committee  also  noted 
that  the  total  of  all  allotment  bases 
exceeds  annual  production  and  that  this 
difference  has  widened  in  the  last 
several  years.  In  view  of  the  current 
strong  demand  for  U.S.  hops,  the 
Committee  concluded  that  producers 
should  be  encouraged  to  increase 
production,  and  should  be  afforded 
greater  opportunity  to  fill  defrciencies  in 
annual  allotments.  Therefore,  the 
proposal  is  to  suspend  §  991.139  for  the 
period  beginning  August  1, 1980,  and 
ending  July  31, 1983. 

This  action  would  be  consistent  with 
the  marketing  policy  for  hops  for  1980- 
81  which  was  designated  significant 
under  the  procedures  of  Executive  Order 
12044.  The  marketing  policy  was 
recommended  by  the  Committee 
following  discussion  at  a  public  meeting 
on  October  10, 1979.  a  final  impact 
analysis  on  the  marketing  policy  is 
available  from  J.  S.  Miller,  Acting  Chief, 
Specialty  Crops  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  DC  20250. 

(202)  447-5053. 

This  proposal  is  being  published  with 
less  than  a  60-day  comment  period 
because  a  period  of  that  length  would 
create  uncertainty  for  hop  growers. 
Growers  need  sufficient  time  to  make 
final  arrangements  for  the  disposition  of 
their  1980  production  and  thus,  need  to 
know  of  any  change  with  respect  to 
filling  deficiencies  in  their  annual 
allotments  as  soon  as  possible. 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division, 

|FR  Doc.  80-14262  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 
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7  CFR  Parts  1126, 1071, 1073, 1097, 
1102, 1104, 1106, 1108, 1120, 1132, 
1138 

Milk  in  the  Texas  and  Certain  Other 
Marketing  Areas;  Proposed 
Termination  of  Certain  Provisions  of 
the  Orders 

7  CFR  Parts  and  Marketing  Areas 

1126  Texas 

1071  Neosho  Valley 

1073  Wichita,  Kansas 

1097  Memphis,  Tennessee 

1102  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas 

1104  Red  River  Valley 

1106  Oklahoma  Metropolitan 

1108  Central  Arkansas 

1120  Lubbock-Plainview,  Texas 

1132  Texas  Panhandle 

1138  Rio  Grande  Valley 

AGENCY:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Proposed  termination  of  rules. 

summary:  This  notice  invites  written 
comments  on  the  proposed  termination 
of  uniform  base-excess  plan  provisions 
that  were  promulgated  for  11 
southwestern  milk  orders  but  which 
were  not  implemented  because  of 
litigation.  The  order  provisions,  if 
implemented,  would  have  amended  the 
base-excess  plans  currently  in  effect  in 
the  Memphis,  Fort  Smith  and  Central 
Arkansas  orders  and  established  new 
base-excess  plans  in  the  other  8  orders 
listed  above.  Under  the  uniform  base- 
excess  plans,  each  producer’s  average 
daily  delivery  of  milk  during  September 
through  December  would  have  been  his 
established  base.  In  the  following  March 
through  July,  each  producer  would  have 
been  paid  a  higher  uniform  base  price 
for  milk  deliveries  up  to  his  base  and  a 
lower  price  for  any  excess  milk.  During 
August  through  February,  producers 
would  have  received  the  blend  price  for 
all  their  deliveries.  The  payment  plans 
were  designed  to  encourage  more  level 
production  throughout  the  year. 
COMMENT  date:  Comments  are  due  not 
later  than  May  23, 1980. 
address:  Comments  (3  copies)  should 
be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerl^  Room 
1077,  South  Building,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  F.  Groene,  Marketing  Specialist, 
Dairy  Division,  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  (202)  447-4824. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  the  termination  of  the 
following  provisions  of  the  orders 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 


aforesaid  marketing  areas  is  being 
considered: 

1.  ’The  provisions  contained  in  an 
amendatory  order  issued  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing 
Services  on  August  29, 1978  (43  FR 
39324).  The  amended  orders  were  to 
become  effective  on  September  1, 1979, 
and  would  have  established  uniform 
base-excess  plans  for  the  11  markets. 

2.  The  provisions  contained  in  an 
order  issued  by  the  Assistant  Secretary 
on  March  27, 1979  (44  FR  18938)  to 
amend  several  of  the  order  provisions 
(which  were  not  yet  in  efiect)  that  had 
been  issued  in  the  August  29, 1978,  order 
amending  the  11  aforesaid  orders.  The 
provisions  were  issued  for  the  purpose 
of  correlating  the  new  base-excess  plan 
provisions  with  changes  in  the 
advertising  and  promotion  programs  in 

10  of  the  11  orders  contained  in  the 
order  issued  March  27, 1979. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  in 
connection  with  the  proposed 
termination  should  file  the  same  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Room  1077,  South 
Building.  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250, 
not  later  than  May  23, 1980.  All 
documents  filed  should  be  in  triplicate. 

The  comments  that  are  sent  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Statement  of  Consideration 

1;  On  August  29, 1978  (43  FR  38324), 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing 
Services  issued  an  order  amending  the 

11  aforesaid  orders.  The  amended 
orders  were  to  become  effective  on 
September  1, 1979,  and  would  have 
established  uniform  base-excess  plans 
for  the  11  markets. 

2.  On  March  27, 1979  (44  FR  18938),  the 
Assistant  Secretary  issued  an  order 
amending  several  of  the  order 
provisions  (which  were  not  yet  in  effect) 
thal  had  been  issued  in  the  August  29, 
1978,  order  amending  the  11  aforesaid 
orders.  These  additional  amendments 
also  were  to  become  effective  on 
September  1, 1979.  They  were  issued  for 
the  purpose  of  correlating  the  new  base- 
excess  plan  provisions  with  the 
provisions  that  were  being  issued  on 
March  27, 1979,  in  connection  with 
changes  in  the  advertising  and 
promotion  programs  under  10  of  the  11 
orders.  (The  Neosho  Valley  order  did 
not  contain  an  advertising  and 
promotion  program.) 

3.  On  August  31, 1979,  the  U.S.  District 
Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  Texas 
issued  an  order  restraining  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  from  implementing  the 
uniform  base-excess  plan  provisions  on 
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September  1, 1979.  Accordingly,  the 
Department  suspended  such  provisions 
until  further  notice  (44  52841). 

4.  On  April  2, 1980,  the  U.S.  District 
Court  lifted  its  restraining  order.  The 
suspension  of  the  provisions  in  question, 
however,  remains  in  effect. 

5.  On  April  21, 1980,  Associated  Milk 
Producers,  Inc.,  submitted  a  request 
asking  for  the  termination  of  the 
aforementioned  provisions  that  would 
have  amended  the  base-excess  plans 
currently  in  effect  in  the  Memphis,  Fort 
Smith  and  Central  Arkansas  markets 
and  established  new  base-excess  plans 
in  the  other  8  orders  listed  above.  This 
cooperative  association  was  the 
proponent  of  the  uniform  base-excess 
plan  provisions. 

6.  Under  the  uniform  base-excess  plan 
provisions,  had  they  been  implemented, 
each  producer’s  average  daily  delivery 
of  milk  during  September  through 
December  would  have  been  his 
established  base.  In  the  following  March 
through  July,  each  producer  would  have 
been  paid  a  higher  uniform  base  price 
for  milk  deliveries  up  to  his  base,  and  a 
lower  price  for  any  excess  milk.  During 
August  through  February,  producers 
would  have  received  the  blend  price  for 
all  their  deliveries.  The  payment  plans 
were  designed  to  encourage  more  level 
production  throughout  the  year. 

7.  In  supporting  its  request  for 
termination,  the  cooperative  stated  that 
the  uniform  base-excess  plan  provisions 
for  the  11  markets  are  no  longer 
appropriate  in  view  of  changes  in 
production  patterns  in  the  affected 
areas.  It  indicated,  however,  that  the 
base-excess  plans  currently  in  effect  in 
the  Memphis,  Central  Arkansas,  and 
Fort  Smith  markets  should  remain  in 
operation  for  the  producers  in  those 
individual  areas. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  2, 

1980. 

William  T.  Manley, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Marketing  Program 
Operations. 

IFR  Doc.  80-14247  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

10  CFR  Chapters  II,  III,  and  X 

Regulatory  Reform;  Schedule  for 
Review  and  Republication  of 
Regulations 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  DOE’s  plan  for 
reviewing  and  republishing  existing 
regulations,  pursuant  to  DOE  Order 
2030. 


summary:  The  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  has  made  a  commitment  to  the 
goal  of  reducing  regulatory  burden  on 
producers  and  consumers  of  energy.  We 
previously  published  DOE  Order  2030 
(44  FR  1032,  January  3, 1979),  the 
Department’s  plan  to  implement 
Executive  Order  12044  on  “Improving 
Government  Regulations.”  These 
provisions  were  substantially 
unchanged  by  a  proposed  revision  to 
DOE  Order  2030,  published  at  45  FR 
12282,  February  25, 1980,  To  assist  in 
reevaluating  the  continued  need  for  and 
effectiveness  of  its  regulatory  programs, 
DOE  undertook  in  Item  13  of  Order  2030 
to  review  and  republish  its  regulations 
periodically.  DOE  is  committed  to 
republishing  by  September  30, 1983,  any 
regulation  in  existence  on  December  18, 
1978,  (the  effective  date  of  Order  2030), 
that  is  likely  to  remain  in  existence  after 
September  30, 1983,  unless  before  that 
date  the  regulation  has  been  amended, 
and  therefore,  republished.  DOE  is  also 
committed  to  republish  each  regulation 
issued  after  December  18, 1978,  within 
five  years  of  its  effective  date.  This 
notice  announces  the  schedule,  by  fiscal 
year,  which  DOE  intends  to  follow  in 
reviewing  and  republishing  groups  of 
regulations  existing  as  of  December  18, 
1978. 

The  schedule  is  as  follows: 

Fiscal  Year  1980—10  CFR  Parts  300-399 
and  700-799. 

Fiscal  Year  1981—10  CFR  Parts  205,  210- 
214,  400-449,  500-599,  and  800-899. 
Fiscal  Year  1982—10  CFR  Parts  450-399 
and  900-999. 

Fiscal  Year  1983 — 10  CFR  Parts  200-299 
(except  205  and  210-214),  600-699,  and 
1000-1099. 

This  schedule  has  been  adopted  in 
accordance  with  the  principles  of  (i)  not 
unduly  burdening  any  DOE  component 
by  subjecting  all  of  a  component’s 
regulations  to  review  in  any  given  year 
(unless  the  component  is  responsible  for 
only  a  reasonably  small  number  of 
regulations),  (ii)  equalizing  the  number 
of  regulations  reviewed  each  year,  and 
(iii)  reviewing  earliest  those  regulations 
which  were  first  promulgated. 

The  individual  DOE  components 
responsible  for  reviewing  and 
republishing  regulaticms  in  any  given 
fiscal  year  will  determine  at 
approximately  the  start  of  the  respective 
fiscal  year  a  more  detailed  schedule  for 
their  reevaluation  process. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACr. 
William  D.  Luck,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  Forrestal  Building,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  NW.,  Room 
5E064,  Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202) 
252-2900. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  May  1, 1980. 
Lynn  R.  Coleman, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14240  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-NE-181 

Airworthiness  Directives;  UOP,  Inc., 
Model  900  Series  Aircraft  Seats 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to  adopt 
an  airworthiness  directive  (AD)  that 
would  require  the  inspection  and  repair 
or  replacement  of  cracked  rear  stretcher 
tubes  found  on  UOP  Model  900  series 
aircraft  seats.  Cracks  in  the  rear 
stretcher  tubes  could  result  in  failure  of 
the  seat  and  possible  injury  to 
passengers. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  23, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  duplicate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  New  England 
Region,  Office  of  Regional  Counsel, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  (ANE-7), 

Docket  No.  80-NE-18, 12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803.  The  applicable 
service  bulletin  may  be  obtained  from: 
Aerospace  Division,  UOP,  Inc.,  Bantam, 
Connecticut  06750.  A  copy  of  the  service 
bulletin  is  contained  in  the  Rules 
Docket,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
New  England  Region,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Bernard  Schaffer,  Systems  and 
Equipment  Staff  (ANE-213),  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  Flight 
Standards  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  New  England  Region,  12 
New  England  Executive  Park, 

Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803; 
telephone:  (617)  273-7332. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  regulatory  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  duplicate  to 
the  address  specific  above.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
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considered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket,  for  examination  by  interested 
persons.  A  report  summarizing  each 
FAA-public  contact,  concerned  with  the 
substance  of  the  proposed  AD,  will  be 
filed  in  the  Rules  Docket. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  a 
considerable  number  of  rear  stretcher 
tubes  have  been  found  cracked  on  UOP 
900  series  aircraft  seats.  These  defects 
could  result  in  failure  of  seats  and 
possible  injury  to  passengers.  Since  this 
condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  on 
other  seats  of  the  same  type  design,  the 
proposed  AD  would  require  the 
inspection  and  repair  or  replacement  of 
the  rear  stretcher  tube  on  all  UOP,  Inc., 
Model  900  series  aircraft  seats. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13)  by 
adding  the  following  new  AD: 

UOP,  Inc.  Applies  to  Model  900  series  aircraft 
seats  installed  on  transport  aircraft 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  Boeing  727, 
737,  747,  and  McDonnell  Douglas  DC-8 
and  DC-10. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  the  possible  failure  of  a 
passenger  seat  caused  by  a  crack  in  the  rear 
stretcher  tube,  accomplish  the  following: 

1.  Within  the  next  90  days  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  visually  inspect  all 
UOP,  Inc.,  Model  900  series  aircraft  seats  for 
cracks  in  the  rear  stretcher  tube. 

Note. — Direct  particular  attention  to  the 
aisle  end  of  the  tube  at  the  side  arm  attaching 
bolt  hole. 

2.  Except  as  provided  in  Paragraph  3 
below,  replace  all  cracked  tubes  with 
serviceable  units.  Until  cracked  tubes  are 
replaced,  placard  or  otherwise  mark  the 
entire  seat  assembly  as  unusable  and  not  to 
be  occupied. 

3.  Stretcher  tubes  with  cracks  less  than  iVs 
inches,  measured  longitudinally  from  the 
aisle  end  of  the  tube,  may  be  repaired  with 
clamp  P/N  81672-1,  in  accordance  with 
installation  instructions  in  UOP,  Inc.,  Service 
Bulletin  25-634,  dated  April  3, 1980.  This 
repair  is  not  authorized  for  Model  900-200B- 
2L  seats.  An  equivalent  method  may  be 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch.  If  after  installation  of 
the  clamp,  the  crack  extends  beyond  the  end 
of  the  clamp,  the  stretcher  tube  must  be 
replaced. 

The  manufacturer’s  service  bulletin 
identified  and  described  in  this  directive  is 
incorporated  herein  and  made  a  part  thereof 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All  persons 
affected  by  this  directive  who  have  not 


already  received  this  document  from  the 
manufacturer  may  obtain  a  copy  upon 
request  to  Aerospace  Division,  UOP,  Inc., 
Bantam,  Connecticut  06750.  This  document 
may  also  be  examined  at  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  New  England  Region,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c]];  14 
CFR  11.85.) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  26, 1979).  A  draft  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  document  is 
contained  in  the  public  docket,  and  a  copy 
may  be  obtained  by  writing  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  New  England  Region,  Office 
of  Regional  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket 
(ANE-7),  Docket  No.  80-NE-18, 12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
May  1, 1980. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  provisions 
in  this  document  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19, 
1967. 

Robert  E.  Whittington, 

Director,  New  England  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14178  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-ASW-19] 

Proposed  Designation  of  Transition 
Area:  Farmervilie,  La. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

SUMMARY:  The  nature  of  the  action 
being  taken  is  to  propose  designation  of 
a  transition  area  at  Farmervilie,  La.  The 
intended  effect  of  the  proposed  action  is 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
aircraft  executing  a  new  instrument 
approach  procedure  to  the  Farmervilie 
Airport.  The  circumstance  which 
created  the  need  for  the  action  is  the 
proposed  instrument  approach 
procedure  to  the  Farmervilie  Airport 
using  the  Monroe  VORTAC.  Coincident 
with  this  action,  the  airport  is  changed 
from  Visual  Flight  Rules  (VFR)  to 
Instrument  Flight  Rules  (IFRj. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  6, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  1689,  Fort 


Worth,  Texas  76101.  The  official  docket 
may  be  examined  at  the  following 
location:  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  4400  Blue  Mound  Road, 
Fort  Worth,  Texas.  An  informal  docket 
may  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Air  Traffic  Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kenneth  L.  Stephenson,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  ASW-535,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101; 
telephone:  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Subpart 
G  71.181  (45  FR  445)  of  FAR  Part  71 
contains  the  description  of  transition 
areas  designated  to  provide  controlled 
airspace  for  the  benefit  of  aircraft 
conducting  IFR  activity.  Designation  of  a 
transition  area  at  Farmervilie,  La.,  will 
necessitate  an  amendment  to  this 
subpart. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.D. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101.  All 
communications  received  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  No  public  hearing  is 
contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in 
accordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to 
become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101,  or  by 
calling  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
Communications  must  identify  the 
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notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRMs  should  contact  the 
office  listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  to  designate  a  transition 
area  at  Farmerville,  La.  The  FAA 
believes  this  action  will  enhance  IFR 
operations  at  the  Farmerville  Airport  by 
providing  controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  proposed  instrument  approach 
procedures  using  the  Monroe  VORTAC. 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  was  republished  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1980 
(45  FR  445). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  FAA  proposes  to 
amend  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (45  FR  445)  by  adding  the 
Farmerville,  La.,  transition  area  as 
follows: 

Farmerville,  La. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-miIe 
radius  of  the  Farmerville,  Airport,  (latitude 
32“43'30"  N.,  longitude  92°20'15''  W.). 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  and  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Note. — The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  significant  under  Executive 
Order  12044,  as  implemented  by  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034;  February  26, 1979).  Since  this 
regulatory  action  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally  current 
and  promote  safe  flight  operations,  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal  that  this 
action  does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  and  a  comment  period 
of  less  than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas  on  April  28, 
19^0. 

F.  E.  Whitfield, 

Acting  Directa r,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14179  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-ASW-21] 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Transition 
Area:  Castroville,  Tex. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making. 


summary:  The  nature  of  the  action 
being  taken  is  to  propose  alteration  of 
the  transition  area  at  Castroville,  Tex. 
The  intended  effect  of  the  proposed 
action  is  to  provide  additional 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  proposed  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  the  Castroville  Municipal 
Airport.  The  circumstance  which 
created  the  need  for  the  action  is  the 
scheduled  installation  of  an  instrument 
landing  system  (ILS)  at  the  Castroville 
Municipal  Airport.  In  addition,  higher 
performance  aircraft  are  using  the 
airport,  which  requires  additional 
airspace. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
June  9, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division 
Southwest  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  P.O,  Box  1689,  Fort 
Worth,  Texas  76101. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  Office  of  the 
Regional  Counsel,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  4400 
Blue  Mound  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Texas. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  Office  of  the  Chief,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Manuel  R.  Hugonnett,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  ASW-536,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  For  Worth,  Texas  76101; 
Telephone:  (817)  624-4911,  extension 
302. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Subpart 
G  of  FAR  Part  71  describes  the 
transition  area  reflecting  controlled 
airspace  designed  to  provide  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  instrument 
approach  procedures  to  the  Castroville 
Municipal  Airport.  Scheduled 
installation  of  an  instrument  landing 
system  (ILS)  on  Runway  15  will  provide 
instrument  approach  procedures  from 
the  northwest  and  require  expansion  of 
existing  controlled  airspace  to  provide 
the  required  protection. 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  person  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  For  Worth,  Texas  76101.  All 
communications  received  by  June  9, 1980 
Will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 


with  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch. 
Any  data,  views,  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in 
accordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to 
become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available, 
both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  in  the  Rules  Docket  for 
examination  by  interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Chief, 
Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southwest  Region, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  1689,  Fort  Worth,  Texas  76101,  or  by 
calling  (817)  624-4911,  extension  302. 
Communications  must  identify  the 
notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRMs  should  contact  the 
office  listed  above. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  amendments 
to  Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  to 
alter  the  Castroville,  Tex.  Transition 
area.  The  FAA  believes  this  action  will 
enhance  instrument  flight  rules  (IFR) 
operations  at  the  Castroville  Municipal 
Airport  by  providing  additional 
controlled  airspace  for  aircraft 
executing  proposed  instrument  approach 
procedures  established  for  the  airport. 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  was  republished  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1980 
(45  FR  445). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  FAA  proposes: 

To  amend  §  71.181  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (45  FR  445)  by  altering  the 
Castroville,  Tex.,  transition  area  as 
follows:* 

Castroville,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mile 
radius  of  Castroville  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  29°20'32"  N.,  longitude  98°51'03''  W). 
within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  170  degree 
bearing  from  the  airport  extending  from  the 
6.5-miIe  radius  to  11.5  miles  south  of  the 
airport. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a));  and  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

'  Map  Tiled  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  which  is  not  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12044,  as  implemented 
by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26, 
1979).  Since  this  regulatory  action 
involves  an  established  body  of 
technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight 
operations,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  and  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  45  days  in  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Texas  on  April  24, 
1980. 

Ramon  A.  Alvarez, 

Acting  Director,  Southwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-13778  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-NW-1] 

Alteration  of  V-4  Federal  Airway 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
realign  V-4  between  Tatoosh,  Wash., 
and  Seattle.  Wash.,  via  the  intersection 
of  their  present  radials.  This  will 
eliminate  the  use  of  the  Port  Angeles. 
Wash.,  air  navigation  aid  which  is 
planned  to  be  decommissioned.  This 
action  would  permit  the  continued  use 
of  the  airway  after  the  decommissioning. 
DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  June' 9, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  80-NW-l, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle.  Wash. 
98108. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  (AG(^ 
24),  Room  916,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW,,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715 


supplementary  information: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Northwest  Region, 
Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  June  9. 1980,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430, 800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-6058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
that  would  permit  continued  use  of  V-4 
airway  between  Tatoosh  and  Seattle, 
Wash.,  after  the  Port  Angeles  VOR  is 
decommissioned.  Inferior  radio  signal 
propagation  which  is  caused  by  surface 
objects  is  expected  to  further  deteriorate 
the  usefulness  of  the  Port  Angeles  VOR. 
The  Minimum  Enroute  Altitude  (MEA)  is 
expected  to  be  raised  from  4,100  feet 
MSL  to  5,000  feet  MSL  for  approximately 
20  miles  westward  from  the  INT  of  the 
Tatoosh  099°T(077"M)  and  the  Seattle 
329°T(307'’M)  radials.  Section  71.123  of 
Part  71  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  2, 1980,  (45  FR  307). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (45  FR  307)  as  follows: 

Under  V-4  "From  Tatoosh,  Wash.,  via 


Port  Angeles,  Wash.;  INT  Port  Angeles 
090°  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  329°  radials: 
Seattle;”  is  deleted  and  "From  Tatoosh, 
Wash.,  via  the  INT  of  Tatoosh  099°  and, 
Seattle,  Wash.,  329°  radials;  Seattle;”  is 
substituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  which  is  not  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12044,  as  implemented 
by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  Since  this  regulatory  action 
involves  an  established  body  of 
technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight 
operations,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  and  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  1, 1980. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14176  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-NW-15] 

Alteration  of  V-287  Federal  Airway 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to 
realign  V-287  airway  to  extend  from  the 
LOFAL  intersection  north  of  Seattle, 
Wash.,  to  terminate  at  the  Paine,  Wash., 
air  navigation  aid.  The  portion  of  V-287 
via  Port  Angeles,  Wash.,  to  Tatoosh, 
Wash.,  would  be  eliminated.  Dual 
designation  of  V-287  with  V-4  is  no 
longer  required.  Decommissioning  of  the 
Port  Angeles  navigation  aid  and 
realignment  of  V-4  airway  to  Tatoosh 
are  separate  proposals.  Designation  of 
the  vector  route  from  Paine  to  LOFAL  as 
an  airway  would  reduce  communication 
and  flight  planning  time  required  for  its 
use. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to;  Director,  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  79-NW-15, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
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Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  (AGC- 
24),  Room  916,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Northwest  Region. 
Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108.  All  communications  recieved  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430, 800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.,  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  42&-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71) 
that  would  designate  a  new  airway 
segment  by  realigning  V-287  to  extend 
from  LOFAL  intersection  to  Paine  and 
also  rescinding  the  segments  of  V-287 
from  LOFAL  to  Tatoosh.  A  proposal  to 


realign  V-4  in  a  separate  action  would 
continue  to  provide  airway  designation 
for  the  route  segments  between  LOFAL 
and  Tatoosh.  The  new  airway  segment 
would  accommodate  the  air  traffic  to 
and  from  Paine  that  is  presently 
required  to  be  vectored  along  that  route. 
Section  71.123  of  Part  71  was 
republished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2. 1980,  (45  FR  307). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (45  FR  307)  as  follows:  ' 
Under  V-287,  all  after  “Olympia, 

Wash.;”  is  deleted  and  "INT  Olympia 
010"  and  Paine,  Wash.,  257"  radials;  to 
Paine.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  which  is  not  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12044,  as  implemented 
by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  Since  this  regulatory  action 
involves  an  established  body  of 
technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight 
operations,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  and  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  1, 1980. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division, 

[FR  Doc.  8(M4177  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 

BlUING  CODE  4910-13-M 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  79-NW-20] 

Extension  of  Jet  Route  No.  65  to 
Seattle,  Wash. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
extend  J-65  from  its  terminal  at  Red 
Bluff,  Calif.,  to  Seattle,  Wash.,  via 
Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.  Increased  use  of 
this  vector  route  justifies  designation  of 
the  jet  route.  Designation  of  this  route  as 
a  jet  route  would  reduce  the  flight 


planning  and  communication  time 
required  for  its  use. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  79-NW-20, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  (ACC- 
24),  Room  916,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Northwest  Region, 
Attention:  Chiet  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal  f 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA— 430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.,  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 
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The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  §  75.100  of  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  75)  that  would  extend  J-65  from 
Red  Bluff,  Calif.,  direct  to  Klamath  Falls, 
Oreg.;  direct  to  Seattle,  Wash. 
Designation  of  this  added  route  segment 
as  a  jet  route  would  provide  charted 
course  radials  and  minimum  altitudes 
where  they  may  be  required.  Flight 
planning  and  communication  time  would 
be  reduced  by  the  use  of  a  numbered  jet 
route  rather  than  describing  the  route  by 
radials  as  is  presently  required.  This 
route  helps  to  relieve  some  of  the 
congestion  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  by 
bypassing  that  area.  Section  75.100  of 
Part  75  was  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  2, 1980,  (45  FR  732). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  75.100  of  Part  75  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  75)  as 
republished  (45  FR  732)  as  follows; 

Under  Jet  Route  No.  65  "to  Red  Bluff, 
Calif.”  is  deleted  and  "Red  Bluff,  Calif.; 
Klamath  Falls,  Oreg.;  to  Seattle,  Wash.” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  which  is  not  signiHcant  under 
Executive  Order  12044,  as  implemented 
by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  Since  this  regulatory  action 
involves  an  established  body  of 
technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight 
operations,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  and  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  1, 1980. 

B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14174  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  75 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-NW-5] 

Proposed  Designation  of  a  Jet  Route 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 


action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  to 
designate  Jet  Route  No.  J-537  from 
Rome,  Oreg.,  via  Mullan  Pass,  Idaho,  to 
the  U.S./Canadian  Border  via  a  direct 
route  to  Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada,  and 
Canadian  High  Level  Airway  No.  HL537. 
Air  traffic  between  Calgary  and  the  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  area  has  increased 
sufficiently  to  justify  designation  of  the 
route  as  a  jet  route.  This  action  would 
reduce  flight  planning  and 
communication  time  required  for  the  use 
of  the  route. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  80-NW-5, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108. 

The  official  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  following  location:  FAA  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Rules  Docket  (AGC- 
24),  Room  916,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  be  examined 
at  the  offlee  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Everett  L.  McKisson,  Airspace 
Regulations  Branch  (AAT-230), 

Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket 
number  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to 
the  Director,  Northwest  Region, 

Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98108.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  proposal  contained  in 
this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 


Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20591,  or  by  calling 
(202)  426-8058.  Communications  must 
identify  the  docket  number  of  this 
NPRM.  Persons  interested  in  being 
placed  on  a  mailing  list  for  future 
NPRMs  should  also  request  a  copy  of 
Advisory  Circular  No.  11-2  which 
describes  the  application  procedures. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  §  75.100  of  Part  75  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  75)  that  would  add  the  United 
States  segments  of  a  jet  route  from 
Rome  direct  to  Mullan  Pass  direct  to 
Calgary.  Pilot  and  air  traffic  controller 
workload  would  be  reduced  by 
designating  this  route  as  a  jet  route. 
Section  75.100  of  Part  75  was  ' 
republished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  2, 1980,  (45  FR  732). 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  75.100  of  Part  75  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  75)  as 
republished  (45  FR  732)  as  follows:  "Jet 
Route  No.  537  From  Rome,  Oreg.,  via 
Mullan  Pass,  Idaho;  to  Calgary,  Alberta, 
Canada;  excluding  the  airspace  within 
Canada.”  is  added. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed 
regulation  which  is  not  significant  under 
Executive  Order  12044,  as  implemented 
by  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034;  February  26, 
1979).  Since  this  regulatory  action 
involves  an  established  body  of 
technical  requirements  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current  and  promote  safe  flight 
operations,  the  anticipated  impact  is  so 
minimal  that  this  action  does  not 
warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  and  a  comment  period  of  less 
than  45  days  is  appropriate. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  1, 1980. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14175  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  amj 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17  CFR  Part  240 

[Release  No.  34-16769] 

Denial  of  Petition  for  Ruiemaking 
Concerning  Disciosure  of 
Reiationships  Between  Attorneys  and 
Registrants 

agency:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission. 

action:  Denial  of  petition. 

summary:  The  Commission  today 
issued  a  release  announcing  its  denial  of 
a  rulemaking  petition  submitted  by  the 
Institute  for  Public  Representation 
which  would  have  required  disclosure  of 
certain  information  concerning  the 
relationships  between  registrants  and 
their  counsel  as  well  as  disclosure 
concerning  resignations  and  dismissals 
of  registrant's  general  counsel  or  any 
securities  counsel. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Amy  L.  Goodman  (202)  272-2597  or 
Gregory  H.  Mathews  (202)  272-2589, 
Division  of  Corporation  Finance, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20549. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
today  issued  a  release  announcing  its 
denial  of  the  Petition  for  Rulemaking 
submitted  by  the  Institute  for  Public 
Representation  (the  “Institute”) 
published  in  Release  No.  34-16045,  July 
25. 1979  (44  FR  44881,  July  31, 1979).  The 
proposed  rules  would  have  required 
disclosure  of  certain  information 
concerning  the  relationships  between 
registrants  and  their  counsel  as  well  as 
disclosure  concerning  resignations  or 
dismissals  of  a  registrant’s  general 
counsel  or  any  securities  counsel. 

The  Commission’s  Secretary  today 
has  transmitted  a  letter  to  the  Institute 
setting  forth  the  reasons  the  Commission 
determined  to  deny  the  Institute’s 
petition  for  rulemaking.  In  view  of  the 
extensive  interest  and  concern 
engendered  by  the  Institute’s  petition,  a 
copy  of  the  letter  is  attached. 

Although  the  Commission  has 
determined  to  deny  the  petition,  it 
believes  that  the  public  comment 
process  has  served  several  worthwhile 
purposes.  First,  there  were  a  large 
number  of  comments  about  the  broader 
issues  and  concerns  related  to  the 
Institute’s  petition  for  rulemaking. 
Second,  although  critical  of  a 
government  imposed  requirement,  the 
corporate  commentators  seemed  to 
agree  that  establishing  some  kind  of 
information  system  related  to  corporate 
legal  compliance  is  desirable.  In  this 


connection,  commentators  viewed 
experimentation  with  alternative 
approaches  as  the  best  way  to  discover 
the  most  effective  information  systems. 
The  descriptions  of  existing  information 
systems  submitted  by  several  corporate 
commentators  may  be  instructive  to 
others.  Finally,  there  was  considerable 
support  for  the  proposition  that  the 
board  of  directors  should  obtain  and  use 
this  type  of  information  to  monitor 
corporate  conduct  effectively. 

The  comments  of  attorneys  and  bar 
organizations  makes  it  clear  that  the 
legal  profession  also  in  devoting  a  great 
deal  of  attention  to  the  complex 
relationship  between  attorneys  and  their 
corporate  clients.  Revision  of  the  Code 
of  ^ofessional  Responsibility,  which  is 
currently  under  way,  may  provide 
further  guidance  concerning  the 
professional  responsibilities  of 
corporate  coimsel. 

The  Commission  will  continue  to 
monitor  developments  in  this  area.  If  the 
Commission  determines  to  consider 
rulemaking  in  this  area  in  the  future,  it 
will  have  benefited  from  the  information 
generated  by  this  comment  process. 
Therefore,  the  Commission  wishes  to 
thank  those  who  went  to  considerable 
effort  and  expense  in  sharing  their 
experiences,  insights  and  concerns. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

April  30. 1980. 

Securities  and  Exchange  Conunission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  April 30, 1980. 

Re:  Petition  for  Rulemaking  dated  November 
22, 1978. 

Mr.  Charles  R.  Halpem, 

Director,  Institute  for  Public  Representation, 
Georgetown  University  Law  Center, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Halpem:  This  is  in  response  to 
your  petition  for  mlemaking,of  November  22, 
1978,  (the  “petition”)  requesting  that  the 
Commission  adopt  rules  concerning 
disclosure  of  certain  information  about 
relationships  between  attorneys  and 
registrants. 

The  proposed  rules  would  (1)  require  all 
registrants  to  include  in  their  Form  10-K  a 
certificate  stating  that  the  board  of  directors 
has  received  and  taken  appropriate  action  on 
reports  from  all  employed  or  retained 
attorneys  of  violations  or  probable  violations 
of  law;  (2)  require  all  registrants  to  file  copies 
with  the  Commission  of  written  agreements 
delineating  the  relationships  between  the 
company  and  attorneys  which  it  retains,  and 
(3)  require  that  in  the  event  a  registrant's 
general  counsel  or  securities  counsel  resigns 
or  is  dismissed  the  company  must  report  the 
resignation  on  Form  8-K,  including,  if 
requested,  the  attorney's  comment(S).  The 
Commission  has  determined  to  deny  your 
petition.  This  letter  shall  constitute  a  brief 
statement  of  the  grounds  for  such  denial. 


As  you  know,  the  Commission  published 
the  petition  for  public  comment  on  July  25, 
1979  (Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
16045).  In  doing  so,  the  Commission  stated 
that  it  took  no  position,  tentative  or 
otherwise,  with  respect  to  the  proposals. 
However,  the  Commission  indicated  that, 
whatever  its  final  determination  as  to  the 
proper  disposition  of  the  petition,  “the 
publication  of  these  proposals  may  increase 
awareness  by  attorneys  of  their 
responsibilities  and  may  encourage  boards  of 
directors  to  continue  to  review  carefully  the 
proper  role  of  attorneys.”  Approximately  300 
individuals  and  organizations  submitted 
written  comments,  including  several  groups 
that  traditionally  have  not  participated  in  the 
public  comment  process.  While  most 
commentators  opposed  the  Institute’s  specific 
suggestions  and  any  rulemaking  by  the 
Commission  in  this  area,  they  discussed 
various  ways  in  which  corporations  are 
dealing  with  the  problems  raised  in  the 
petition. 

The  commentators  expressed  substantial 
misgivings  with  respect  to  the  timing, 
substance  and  operation  of  the  rules.  First, 
many  commentators  stated  that  there  was  no 
showing  that  existing  information  systems 
are  inadequate.  In  this  regard,  it  was  argued 
that  boards  of  directors  can  obtain  this  type 
of  information  today  if  they  want  to;  in  fact,  a 
number  of  corporate  commentators  described 
existing  information  systems  relating  to  legal 
compliance. 

Second,  a  majority  of  commentators  opined 
that  it  would  be  inopportune  to  promulgate 
any  rule  at  this  time  which  might  affect  the 
nature  of  the  obligations  of  attorneys  to  make 
appropriate  disclosure  of  corporate 
illegalities  they  discover.  These 
commentators  observed  that  many  of  the 
questions  apparently  giving  rise  to  the 
Institute’s  proposals  already  are  being 
addressed  in  a  vatiety  of  forums  in  the 
private  sector.  In  particular,  they  stated  that 
the  outcome  of  the  consideration  currently 
being  given  to  revision  of  the  Code  of 
Professional  Responsibility  could  further 
clarify  the  nature  of  an  attorney’s 
responsibilities  in  this  area,  thereby 
eliminating  any  need  for  the  Commission  to 
adopt  rules  designed  to  achieve  the  same 
purpose.* 

Third,  a  majority  of  the  commentators 
believed  that  adoption  of  the  proposed  rules 
at  this  time  would  be  counterproductive 
because  of  their  detrimental  effects  upon  the 
attorney-client  relationship.  It  was  argued 
that  requiring  attorneys  to  report  directly  to 
the  board  of  directors  would  stifle  the  flow  of 
communication  between  attorneys  and 
corporations'  employees,  thereby  diminishing 
the  quality  of  resulting  legal  opinons  and 
actually  increasing  the  possibility  of  illegal 
corporate  activity. 

Fourth,  the  commentators  put  forth 
numerous  objections  with  respect  to  the 
unworkability  of  each  section  of  the  proposed 


'  See.  Section  1.13  of  the  January  30, 1980  draft, 
American  Bar  Association,  Committee  on  the 
Evaluation  of  Professional  Standards.  Mode!  Rules 
of  Professional  Conduct  40-46. 
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rules.^  Commentators  considered  Section  1  to 
be  ambiguous  and  impractical. 

Certain  phrases  contained  in  the  proposed 
rules  were  not  (lefined  and  were  viewed  by 
commentators  as  susceptible  to  varying, 
inconsistent  interpretations.  Yet 
comprehension  of  each  phrase  appears  to  be 
essential  to  effective  implementation  of 
Section  1.  Even  some  who  supported  the 
general  thrust  of  the  section  acknowledged 
these  interpretive  problems  and  proposed 
alternative  language  which,  although  helpful, 
would  not  eliminate  all  of  the  difnculties.  In 
addition,  many  questioned  the  feasibility  of 
requiring  the  board  to  review  and  act  upon 
numerous  attorney  reports  given  its  many 
other  responsibilities,  the  extensive  study 
some  reports  might  require,  the  uncertain 
state  of  the  law  in  some  areas  of  corporate 
activity,*  and  the  responsibilities  of  the 
corporation's  chief  legal  officer. 

With  regard  to  Section  2,  commentators 
stated  that  agreements  with  outside  attorneys 
are  rarely  in  written  form  and  that  it  would 
be  exceedingly  difficult  to  compose  an 
agreement,  as  required  by  Section  2,  that 
would  describe  meaningfully  every  aspect  of 
the  relationship  between  the  corporation  and 
each  outside  counsel.  Moreover,  they 
asserted  it  would  be  inappropriate  to  specify 
in  advance  counsel's  obligations  upon 
discovering  illegal  or  probably  illegal 
corporate  conduct  without  knowing  the  exact 
nature  of  the  conduct  in  question.  Some 
argued  that  these  problems  would  induce 
corporations  to  use  “boilerplate”  language  in 
agreements  which  would  not  be  helpful  to 
anyone. 

A  majority  of  those  commenting  on  Section 
3  believed  the  requirement  that  issuers 
disclose  the  circumstances  surrounding  every 
resignation  or  termination  of  designated 
attorneys  would  produce  a  flood  of  irrelevant 
information  that  might  further  discredit 
terminated  attorneys  while  masking  the 
material  disagreements  between  registrant 
and  attorney  which  arise  infrequently. 

Several  commentators  compared  the  section 
to  the  Commission's  rule  concerning 
disclosure  of  a  change  in  independent 
accounts  which  requires  disclosure  of  the 
surrounding  circumstances  only  where  the 
change  involved  a  disagreement,  which,  if  not 
resolved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  former 
accountant,  would  have  called  for  a  reference 
to  the  disagreement  in  the  accountant’s 
report.  Commentators  also  contended  that 


^With  the  commitment  of  extensive  resources,  it 
might  be  possible  to  redraft  some  parts  of  the 
proposals  in  a  manner  that  would  eliminate  or 
minimize  many  of  the  interpretive  problems. 
Nevertheless,  given  the  inherent  ambiguity  of 
several  of  the  terms  it  would  likely  be  impossible  to 
resolve  all  the  difficulties  without  abandoning 
substantial  portions  of  your  proposals. 

*  During  the  comment  period  the  Institute 
suggested  an  alternative,  two-tiered  information 
system  to  channel  attorney  reports  through  the 
registrant's  general  counsel  to  the  board.  This  might 
relieve  some  of  the  burdens  the  proposed  rules 
would  otherwise  impose  on  the  board.  However, 
because  of  the  highly  structured,  formalized  nature 
of  the  proposed  rules,  it  seems  that  many  new 
administrative  burdens  merely  would  be  shifted 
from  the  board  to  the  general  counsel,  while  the 
most  intractable  questions  would  still  be  considered 
by  the  board. 


Section  3  might  compel  public  disclosure  of 
privileged  communications  and  might  inhibit 
needed  changes  in  counsel. 

The  Commission  specihcally  invited 
comments  on  the  costs  to  registrants  and 
others  of  compliance  with  the  Institute's 
proposed  rules.  A  number  of  commentators 
noted  the  uncertainties  involved  in  any 
attempt  to  predict  the  additional  costs 
associated  with  the  generation  and  review  of 
annual  reports  from  each  retained  counsel, 
the  preparation  of  the  required  written 
agreements  between  the  corporation  and 
each  outside  attorney  and  the  preparation 
and  filing  of  a  Form  &-K  for  each  separation 
of  a  designated  attorney.  Nevertheless,  many 
commentators  believed  the  proposals,  if 
adopted,  would  impose  costs  well  in  excess 
of  any  beneHts,  particularly  in  light  of  the 
practical  problems  they  identified.  One  large 
public  company  estimated  that  the  minimum 
Hrst  year  cost  of  compliance  with  Sections  1 
and  2  would  be  over  $250,000.  Although  the 
costs  might  decline  in  subsequent  years,  the 
proposed  rules  might  impose  a  significant 
additional  regulatory  burden  on  reporting 
corporations. 

The  Commission  believes  that  companies 
and  the  legal  profession  currently  are 
devoting  considerable  attention  to  many  of 
the  issues  raised  in  the  Institute’s  petition. 
The  business  community  is  focusing  on  the 
role  and  responsibilities  of  the  board  of 
directors,  including  problems  relating  to 
information  flow  to  the  board.  Moreover,  the 
American  Bar  Association  and  its 
Commission  on  Evaluation  of  Professional 
Standards  is  addressing  issues  of 
professional  responsibility  related  to  the 
petition.  For  example,  that  Commission  is 
holding  public  hearings  on  its  Discussion 
Draft  of  Model  Rules  of  Professional  Conduct 
which  deals  with  the  issue  of  when  a  lawyer 
in,  or  for,  an  organization  should  refer  a 
matter  to  a  higher  authority. 

In  light  of  the  concerns  expressed  by  the 
commentators,  particularly  with  respect  to 
the  impracticability  of  the  proposal  and  its 
effect  on  attorney-client  relationships,  and 
the  initiatives  in  this  area  being  taken  by  the 
legal  profession  and  the  business  community, 
the  Commission  does  not  believe  it  would  be 
appropriate,  at  this  time,  to  consider  further 
the  rules  proposed  by  the  Institute.* 
Moreover,  to  modify  the  proposals 
sufficiently  to  meet  the  practical  problems 
identified  above,  assuming  it  is  possible, 
would  require  a  significant  amount  of  staff 
time  and  effort.  As  you  know,  the 
Commission’s  staff  resources  are  greatly 
limited  and  are  being  devoted  at  present  to 
other  projects.  The  Commission  will  continue 
to  monitor  developments  in  this  area  and 
will,  of  course,  bring  enforcement  actions  or 
disciplinary  proceedings  in  appropriate  cases. 

If  the  Commission  determines  to  consider 
rulemaking  in  this  area  in  the  future,  it  will 
certainly  have  benefited  from  the  information 
generated  by  this  comment  process. 

Therefore,  the  Conunission  wishes  to  thank 
the  Institute  for  its  concern  and  efforts  in  this 
important  area. 


*In  view  of  the  Commission's  determination  to 
deny  the  petition  for  the  reasons  set  forth  herein, 
the  Commission  expresses  no  conclusions  with 
respect  to  its  authority  to  adopt  this  type  of  rule. 


For  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14257  Filed  S-7-80;  8.45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S010-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 

[24  CFRPart  571] 

[Docket  No.  R-80-809] 

Community  Development  Block  Grants 
for  Indian  Tribes  and  Alaska  Natives 

agency:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Development. 

action:  Advance  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  HUD  is  conducting  a  review 
of  its  regulations  under  the  Community 
Development  Block  Grants  (CDBG) 
Indian  program  to  make  the  program 
more  responsive  to  the  needs  of  eligible 
applicants.  This  advance  notice  requests 
that  eligible  recipients  of  Indian 
Community  Development  Funds  and 
other  interested  persons  submit 
infomiation  on  problems  encoimtered 
with  the  operation  and  administration  of 
this  program.  Comments  and 
suggestions  to  further  improve  the 
program  are  also  being  solicited. 
date:  Comment  due  date:  July  7, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent  to: 
Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Room  5218, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  Office  of  General 
Counsel,  451  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20410.  Please  refer  to 
the  docket  number  shown  in  the  heading 
of  this  notice. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Liza  Bowles  or  Marcia  Brown,  Office  of 
Policy  Planning,  Community  Planning 
and  Development,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  451 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410,  (202)  755-6092.  This  is  not  a  toll 
free  number. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  is  currently  undertaking 
the  first  major  review  of  the  Indian 
Community  Development  Program.  This 
notice  is  to  solicit  suggestions  for 
improving  the  program,  to  identfy 
program  requirements  which  should  be 
considered  for  revision,  to  leam  what 
problems  the  applicants  have 
experienced  with  the  program,  and  to 
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develop  ways,  if  possible,  for  reducing 
the  burden  to  the  public  especially  in 
terms  of  cost  and  paperwork  in  meeting 
reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  The  Department  has 
already  identified  some  areas  which  will 
be  examined.  These  areas  are  listed 
below  along  with  the  section  of  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  published 
December  15, 1978,  which  govern  those 
areas.  However,  the  Department  is  also 
interested  in  receiving  comments  on  any 
additional  provisions  of  the  present 
regulations  which  should  be  considered 
for  revision. 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions,  §  571.1 
et  seq. 

Areas  for  consideration:  Consultation 
with  eligible  applicants,  timing, 
frequency,  usefulness,  topics  requiring 
consultation. 

Subpart  D — ^Application  Procedures  and 
Selection  Criteria  for  Basic  Grants, 

§  571.300  et  seq. 

Areas  for  consideration: 

Preapplication  requirements,  threshold 
factors,  selection  criteria  and  rating 
process,  imminent  threat  set  aside. 

Subpart  E — ^Application  Procedures  and 
Selection  Criteria  for  Comprehensive 
Grants,  §  571.400  et  seq. 

Areas  for  consideration:  Threshold 
factors,  selection  criteria. 

Subpart  F — Grant  Administration, 

§  571.500  et  seq. 

Areas  for  consideration:  Force 
account  construction  requirements, 
quality  of  work  performed  imder  force 
account  construction,  Indian  preference 
requirements,  procurement  and 
contracting  standards,  labor  standards, 
close-out  procedures. 

Subpart  H — Program  Management, 

§  571.700  et  seq. 

Areas  for  consideration:  Performance 
standards. 

Comments  are  invited  on  citizen 
participation,  technical  assistance  needs 
and  training  needs. 

Comments  that  are  prompted  by  an 
existing  problem  should  include  the 
following: 

1.  An  identification  of  the  issue; 

2.  The  nature  of  problem; 

3.  Offices,  persons  or  agencies  aware 
of  the  problem;  and 

4.  Efforts  made  to  resolve  the  problem, 
if  any. 

Comments  and  suggestions  to  improve 
the  program  should  provide  the 
following  information: 

1.  An  identification  of  the  issue; 

2.  How  the  program  could  be 
improved;  and 


3.  Potential  negative  impacts  from 
such  a  change. 

Sec.  7(d),  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d)];  sec. 
107,  title  I  of  the  Housing  and  Community 
Development  Act  of  1977) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  May  1, 1980. 
Robert  Embry, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Community  Planning 
and  Development. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14078  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4210-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[FRL  1487-4] 

State  of  Maryland;  Proposed  Revision 
of  the  Maryland  State  Implementation 
Plan 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  State  of  Maryland  has 
submitted  a  proposed  revision  to  the 
Maryland  State  Implementation  Plan  in 
the  form  of  a  Secretarial  Order  for  the 
Maryland  Cup  Corporation  of  Owings 
Mills,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland.  The 
revision  would  be  effective  for  three  (3) 
years  from  August  21, 1979  and  applies 
to  the  regulation  prohibiting  visible 
emissions.  During  the  three-year  period 
visible  emissions  may  not  exceed  25% 
opacity. 

date:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980. 
addresses:  Copies  of  the  proposed  SIP 
revision  and  the  accompanying  support 
documents  are  available  for  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
following  offices: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Air  Programs  Branch.  Curtis  Building, 
6th  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia, 
PA  19106,  Attn.  Pat  Sheridan. 

Air  Quality  Programs,  State  of 
Maryland,  O’Conor  Office  Building, 
201  West  Preston  Street,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21203,  Attn.  George  Ferreri. 
Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Room  2922,  EPA  Library.  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street,  S.W.,  (Waterside  Mall), 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

All  comments  on  the  proposed 
revision  submitted  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  this  notice  will  be 
considered  and  should  be  directed  to: 
Mr.  Howard  Heim,  Chief.  Air  Programs 
Branch  (3AH10),  Air,  Toxics  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 


Region  III,  6th  and  Walnut  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106,  Attn.  AH019MD. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ben  Mykijewycz  (3AH11],  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  III,  6th  &  Walnut  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19106,  telephone 
number  (215)  597-8181. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
August  21, 1979,  the  Administrator  of  Air 
Quality  Programs  for  the  State  of 
Maryland  submitted  to  EPA,  Region  III, 
a  proposed  revision  of  the  Maryland 
State  Implementation  Plan.  The 
proposed  revision  consists  of  a 
Secretarial  Order  for  the  Maryland  Cup 
Corporation  of  Owings  Mills,  Baltimore 
County,  Maryland.  In  his  letter,  the 
Administrator  of  Maryland  Air  Quality 
Programs  certiHed  that  the  Order  was 
adopted  in  accordance  with  the  public 
hearing  and  notice  requirements  of  40 
CFR  51.4  and  all  relevant  State 
procedural  requirements  and  asked  that 
EPA  consider  the  Secretarial  Order  as  a 
revision  of  the  State  Implementation 
Plan.  The  order  consists  of  a  revision, 
for  a  period  of  three  (3)  years  from 
August  21, 1979,  of  the  regulations  which 
prohibit  visible  emissions  (COMAR 
10.18.04.02A).  During  this  period,  visible 
emissions  may  not  exceed  25%  opacity. 

Also  during  this  three-year  period,  the 
company  will  continue  to  research  the 
development  of  new  control  technology 
which  may  be  adaptable  to  its  drinking 
cup  coating  operations  and  will  report 
its  findings  to  local  and  state  control 
agencies.  Then,  if  necessary, 
determinations  will  be  made  whether  to 
extend  the  variance  once  the  three-year 
period  expires. 

Since  particulate  emissions  meet  all 
applicable  air  quality  regulations,  and 
will  not  increase  as  a  result  of  this 
revision,  there  is  no  need  to  revise  those 
regulations. 

A  review  of  the  submittal  indicates 
that  this  revision  will  not  result  in  a 
violation  of  either  the  ambient  air 
quality  standards  or  the  PSD 
increments. 

Therefore,  it  is  the  tentative  decision 
of  the  Administrator  to  approve  the 
proposed  revision  of  the  Maryland  State 
Implementation  Plan. 

The  public  is  invited  to  submit  to  the 
address  stated  above,  comments  on 
whether  the  Maryland  Cup  Corporation 
Secretarial  Order  should  be  approved  as 
a  revision  of  the  Maryland  State 
Implementation  Plan. 

'The  Administrator’s  decision  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  proposed 
revision  will  be  based  on  the  comments 
received  and  on  a  determination 
whether  it  meets  the  requirements  of 
Section  110  (a)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
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and  40  CFR  Part  51,  Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
State  Implementation  Plans. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant"  and  therefore  subject  to 
judge  procedural  requirements  of  the 
Order  or  whether  it  may  follow  other 
specialized  development  procedures. 
EPA  labels  these  other  regulations 
"specialized.”  I  have  reviewed  this 
regulation  and  determined  that  it  is  a 
specialized  regulation  not  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  Executive 
Order  12044. 

(42  U.S.C.  §§  7401— 642) 

Dated:  April  29, 1980. 

Jack  |.  Schramm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14238  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6S60-01-M 


COMMUNITY  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

45  CFR  Ch.  X 

Improving  Government  Regulations; 
Semiannuai  Agenda  of  Reguiations 

agency:  Community  Services 
Administration. 

action:  Semi-aimual  Publication  of 
Regulations  Under  Review  or 
Development  at  this  time. 

summary:  The  Community  Services 
Administration  in  accordance  with 
Executive  Order  12044  hereby  publishes 
the  agenda  of  regulations  which  are 
under  review  or  development  at  this 
time. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jack  Stoehr,  202-254-5300. 

William  W.  Allison, 

Acting  Director. 

BILLING  CODE  6315-01-M 
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Notices 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  45,  No.  91 
Thursday,  May  8,  1980 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board 
[Order  No.  156] 

Resolution  and  Order  Approving  the 
Application  of  the  North  Carolina 
Department  of  Commerce  for  a 
Foreign-Trade  Zone  in  Mecklenburg 
County,  N.C. 

Proceedings  of  the  Foreign-Trade  Zones 
Board,  Washington  D.C. 

Resolution  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  granted  in 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Act  of  June  18, 
1934,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a-81u], 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  has 
adopted  the  following  Resolution  and 
Order: 

The  Board,  having  considered  the 
matter,  hereby  orders: 

After  consideration  of  the  application  of 
the  North  Carolina  Department  of  Commerce, 
file  with  the  Foreign-Trade  Board  (the  Board) 
on  January  7, 1980,  requesting  a  grant  of 
authority  for  establishing,  operating,  and 
maintaining  a  general-purpose  foreign-trade 
zone  at  two  separates  sites  in  Mecklenburg 
County,  North  Carolina,  adjacent  to  the 
Charlottee  Customs  port  of  entry,  the  Board, 
finding  that  the  requirements  of  the  Foreign- 
Trade  Zones  Act,  as  amended,  and  the 
Board's  regulations  are  satisfied,  and  that  the 
proposal  is  in  the  public  interest,  approves 
the  application. 

The  grantee  shall  notify  the  Board’s 
Executive  Secretary  for  approval  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  any  manufacturing 
operation  within  the  zone  sites.  The 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  as  Chairman  and 
Executive  Officer  of  the  Board,  is  hereby 
authorized  to  issue  a  grant  of  authority  and 
appropriate  Board  Order. 

To  Establish,  Operate,  and  Maintain  a 
Foreign-Trade  in  Mecklenburg  County, 
North  Carolina 

Whereas,  by  an  Act  of  Congress 
approved  June  18, 1934,  an  Act  “To 
provide  for  the  establishment,  operation, 
and  maintenance  of  foreign-trade  zones 


in  ports  of  entry  of  the  United  States,  to 
expedite  and  encourage  foreign 
commerce,  and  for  other  purposes,”  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  81a-81u)  (the  Act), 
the  Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board  (the 
Board)  is  authorized  and  empowered  to 
grant  to  corporations  the  privilege  of 
establishing,  operating,  and  maintaining 
foreign-trade  zones  in  or  adjacent  to 
ports  of  entry  under  the  jurisdication  of 
the  United  States; 

Whereas,  the  North  Carolina 
Department  of  Commerce  (the  Grantee) 
has  made  application  (filed  January  7, 
1980)  in  due  and  proper  form  to  the 
Board,  requesting  the  establishment, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  a  foreign- 
trade  zone  consisting  of  two  separate 
sites  in  Mecklenburg  County,  adjacent 
to  the  Charlotte  Customs  port  of  entry: 

Whereas,  notice  of  said  application 
has  been  given  and  published,  and  full 
opportunity  has  been  afforded  all 
interested  parties  to  be  heard;  and. 

Whereas,  the  Board  has  found  that  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  Board's 
Regulations  (15  CFR  Part  400)  are 
satisfied; 

Now,  therefore,  the  Board  hereby 
grants  to  the  Grantee  the  privilege  of 
establishing,  operating,  and  maintaining 
a  foreign-trade  zone,  designated  on  the 
records  of  the  Board  as  Zone  No.  57  at 
the  locations  mentioned  above  and  more 
particularly  described  on  the  maps  and 
drawings  accompanying  the  application 
in  Exhibits  IX  and  X,  said  grant  being 
subject  to  the  provisions,  conditions, 
and  restrictions  of  the  Act  and  the 
Regulations  issued  thereunder,  to  the 
same  extent  as  though  the  same  were 
fully  set  forth  herein,  and  also  to  the 
following  express  conditions  and 
limitations: 

Operation  of  the  foreign-trade  zone 
shall  be  commenced  by  the  Grantee 
within  a  reasonable  time  from  the  date 
of  issuance  of  the  grant,  and  prior 
thereto  the  Grantee  shall  obtain  all 
necessary  permits  from  Federal,  State, 
and  municipal  authorities. 

The  Grantee  shall  allow  officers  and 
employees  of  the  United  States  free  and 
unrestricted  access  to  and  throughout 
the  foreign-trade  zone  sites  in  the 
performance  of  their  official  duties. 

The  Grantee  shall  notify  the  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Board  for  approval  prior 
to  the  commencement  of  any 
manufacturing  operations  within  the 
zone. 


The  grant  shall  not  be  construed  to 
relieve  the  Grantee  from  liability  for 
injury  or  damage  to  the  person  or 
property  of  other  occasioned  by  the 
construction,  operation,  or  maintenance 
of  said  zone,  and  in  no  event  shall  the 
United  States  be  liable  therefor. 

The  grant  is  further  subject  to 
settlement  locally  by  the  District 
Director  of  Customs  and  the  Army 
District  Engineer  with  the  Grantee 
regarding  compliance  with  their 
respective  requirements  for  the 
protection  of  the  revenue  of  the  United 
States  and  the  installation  of  suitable 
facilities. 

In  witness  whereof,  the  Foreign-Trade 
Zone  Board  has  caused  its  name  to  be 
signed  and  its  seal  to  be  affixed  hereto 
by  its  Chairman  and  Executive  Officer 
at  Washington,  D.C.  this  28th  day  of 
April,  1980,  pursuant  to  Order  of  the 
Board. 

Foreign-Trade  Zones  Board. 

Philip  M.  Klutznick, 

Chairman  and  Executive  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14153  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  3510-2S-M 


International  Trade  Administration 
Exporters’  Textile  Advisory 
Committee;  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  as 
amended,  5  U.S.C  App.  (1976)  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Exporters’  Textile  Advisory  Committee 
will  be  held  from  10:30  a.m.  until  3:30 
p.m.,  on  May  27, 1980  in  Room  6802,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Main 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20230. 

The  Committee,  which  is  comprised  of 
30  members  involved  in  textile  and 
apparel  exporting,  advises  Department 
officials  concerning  ways  of  increasing 
U.S.  exports  of  textile  and  apparel 
products. 

The  meeting  will  be  divided  into  two 
sessions.  A  regular  business  session  will 
be  held  from  10:30  a.m.  to  12  noon  with 
the  following  agenda: 

1.  Review  of  Export  Data. 

2.  Report  on  Conditions  in  the  Export 
Market. 

3.  Recent  Foreign  Restrictions  Affecting 
Textiles  and  Apparel. 

4.  Other  Business. 
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The  afternoon  session  will  be  held 
from  1:30  to  3:30  p.m.  and  will  discuss 
the  role  of  the  new  Foreign  Commercial 
Service  relative  to  the  textile  and 
apparel  export  program.  The  session 
will  feature  Erland  Heginbotham, 
Director  General  of  the  Foreign 
Commercial  Service,  and  other  senior 
Government  officials. 

A  limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available  to  the  public  on  a  first  come 
basis.  The  public  may  file  written 
statements  with  the  Committee  before  or 
after  the  meeting.  Oral  statements  may 
be  presented  at  the  end  of  the  meeting  to 
the  extent  time  is  available. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  made  available  on  written 
request  addressed  to  the  ITA  Freedom 
of  information  Officer,  Freedom  of 
Information  Control  Desk,  Room  3100, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  DC  20230. 

Further  information  concerning  the 
Committee  may  be  obtained  from  Arthur 
Garel,  Director,  Office  of  Textiles,  Main 
Commerce  Building,  D.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
telephone:  202-377-5078. 

Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Textiles  and 
Apparel. 

(FR  Doc.  BO-14242  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


[Case  No.  585] 

Joan  P.  Taylor  &  Taylor  Enterprises; 
Order  Denying  Export  Privileges 

By  letter  of  February  9, 1979,  the 
Compliance  Division  charged  Joan  P. 
Taylor  and  Taylor  Associates,  11  Radar 
Drive,  Durban  North  4001,  Republic  of 
South  Africa,  violated  the  U.S.  export 
regulations,  15  CFR  368,  et  seq.  It  alleged 
that  respondents,  in  conspiracy  with 
others,  knowingly  caused  U.S.  origin 
guns  and  ammunition  in  the 
approximate  value  of  $205,000,  to  be 
exported  to  the  Republic  of  South  Africa 
in  violation  of  the  federal  laws  and 
policies  prohibiting  the  supplying  of 
arms  for  military  or  police  purposes  to 
that  country. 

Two  attorneys  made  separate 
inquiries  on  behalf  of  the  respondents. 
However,  neither  made  formal 
appearance  and  the  respondents  failed 
to  deny  the  charges.  Notwithstanding 
the  default,  an  informal  hearing  was 
convened.  The  Compliance  Division 
submitted  evidence  to  establish  the  truth 
of  the  charges. 

The  evidence  establishes  beyond  any 
reasonable  doubt  that  the  respondents 
conspired  with  employees  of  an  arms 


manufacturer  to  ship  shotguns, 
ammunition,  and  other  military  and 
police  equipment  in  seemingly  legal 
channels,  to  consignees  in  Greece, 
Madagascar  and  elsewhere.  Shipments 
to  the  Canary  Islands  were  sufficient  in 
quantity  to  supply  each  native  of  the 
Islands  with  a  new  shotgun.  In  turn, 
each  consignee,  ostensibly  a  legitmate 
gun  dealer,  diverted  the  equipment  to 
South  Africa. 

Based  on  the  foregoing  I  find  that 
respondents  knowingly  violated  the 
Export  Administration  Regulations,  as 
alleged  in  the  charging  letter  of  February 
9, 1979. 1  find  that  an  order  denying 
export  privileges  to  the  respondents  for 
a  period  ending  May  31, 1990  is 
reasonably  necessary  to  protect  the 
public  interest  and  to  achieve  effective 
enforcement  of  the  Export 
Administration  Regulations.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me,  15  CFR  388,  it  is  ordered:  I.  All 
outstanding  export  licenses  in  which 
respondents  appear  or  participate,  in 
any  manner  or  capacity,  are  hereby 
revoked  and  shall  be  returned  forthwith. 

II.  The  respondents  are  denied  all 
privileges  of  participating,  directly  or 
indirectly  in  any  manner  or  capacity,  in 
any  transaction  involving  commodities  or 
technical  data  exported  or  to  be 
exported  from  the  United  States,  in 
whole  or  in  part.  Without  limitation  of 
the  generality  of  the  foregoing, 
participation  prohibited  in  any  such 
transaction,  either  in  the  United  States 
of  abroad,  shall  include  participation, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  manner  or 
capacity;  (a)  as  a  party  or  as  a 
representative  of  a  party  to  any  export 
license  application;  (b)  in  the 
preparation  or  filing  of  any  export 
license  application  or  reexportation 
authorization,  or  any  document  to  be 
submitted  therewith;  (c)  in  the  obtaining 
or  using  of  any  validated  or  general 
export  license  or  other  export  control 
documents;  (d)  in  the  carrying  on  of 
negotiations  with  respect  to,  or  in  the 
receiving,  ordering,  buying,  selling, 
delivering,  storing,  using,  or  disposing  of 
any  commodities  or  technical  data,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  exported  or  to  be 
exported  from  the  United  States;  and  (e) 
in  the  financing,  forwarding, 
transporting,  or  other  servicing  of  such 
commodities  or  technical  data. 

III.  Such  denial  of  export  privileges 
shall  extend  not  only  to  the  respondents 
but  also  to  their  agents,  employees, 
representatives,  and  partners  and  to  any 
other  person,  firm,  corporation,  or 
business  organization  with  which  the 
respondents  now  or  hereafter  may  be 
related  by  affiliation,  ownership, 
control,  position  of  responsibility,  or 


other  connection  in  the  conduct  of  trade 
or  services  connected  therewith. 

IV.  No  person,  firm,  corporation, 
partnership  or  other  business 
organization,  whether  in  the  United 
States  or  elsewhere,  without  prior 
disclosure  to  and  speciHc  permission 
from  the  authorized  ofhcer,  shall  do  any 
of  the  following  acts,  directly  or 
indirectly,  or  carry  on  negotiations  with 
respect  thereto,  in  any  manner  or 
capacity,  on  behalf  of  or  in  any 
association  with  the  respondents  or  any 
related  party,  or  whereby  the 
respondents  or  any  related  party  may 
obtain  any  benefit  therefrom  or  have 
any  interest  or  participation  therein, 
directly  or  indirectly;  (a)  apply  for, 
obtain,  transfer,  or  use  any  license. 
Shipper’s  Export  Declaration,  bill  of 
lading,  or  other  export  control  document 
relating  to  any  exportation, 
reexportation,  transshipment,  or 
diversion  of  any  commodity  or  technical 
data  exported  or  to  be  exported  from  the 
United  States,  by,  to,  or  for  said 
respondents  or  related  party  denied 
export  privileges;  or  (b)  order,  buy, 
receive,  use,  sell,  deliver,  store,  dispose 
of,  forward,  transport,  finance,  or 
othewise  service  or  participate  in  any 
exportation,  reexportation, 
transshipment,  or  diversion  of  any 
commodity  or  technical  data  exported  or 
to  be  exported  from  the  United  States. 

V.  This  order  shall  remain  in  effect 
until  May  31, 1990,  except  insofar  as  this 
order  may  be  amended  or  modified 
hereafter  in  accordance  with  the  Export 
Administration  Regulations. 

VI.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  388.15  of  the  Export 
Administration  Regulations,  the 
respondents  may  move  at  any  time  to 
vacate  or  modify  this  Denial  Order  by 
filing  with  the  Hearing  Commissioner, 
Export  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 
an  appropriate  motion  for  relief, 
supported  by  substantial  evidence,  and 
may  also  request  an  oral  hearing 
thereon,  which  if  requested  shall  be  held 
before  the  Hearing  Commissioner  at  the 
earliest  convenient  date. 

This  order  shall  become  effective 
immediately. 

Dated:  May  1, 1980. 

Bertram  Freedman, 

Hearing  Commissioner. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14140  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-25-H 


Olin  Corp.;  Order 

The  Office  of  Export  Administration, 
United  States  Department  of  Commerce, 
having  initiated  administrative 
proceedings  pursuant  to  Section  6(c]  of 
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the  Export  Administration  Act  of  1969, 
as  amended  (now  Section  11(c)  of  the 
Export  Administration  Act  of  1979,  Pub. 
L.  96-72,  to  be  codified  at  50  U.S.C.  app. 
sec.  2401,  et  seq.)  (the  “Act")  and  the 
Export  Administration  Regulations  [15 
CFR  Part  368,  et  seq.  (1979))  (the 
“Regulations”)  against  Olin  Corporation 
(“Olin”),  based  on  allegations  that  Olin, 
acting  through  its  division,  Winchester 
International,  violated  §§  387.2,  387.4 
and  387.6  of  the  Regulations;  and 

The  Department  and  Olin  having 
entered  into  a  Consent  Agreement 
whereby  Olin  has  agreed  to  settle  this 
matter  by  payment  of  a  civil  penalty  in 
the  amount  of  $25,000  and  by  a  denial  of 
all  validated  export  license  privileges 
for  Olin’s  Winchester  International 
division  for  a  period  of  60  days 
beginning  on  April  25, 1980;  and 

The  terms  of  the  Consent  Agreement 
have  been  approved  by  me.  Now, 
therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  me,  15  CFR,  Part  388, 

It  is  ordered, 

I.  A  civil  penalty  in  the  sum  of  $25,000 
is  assessed  against  Olin; 

II.  Any  and  all  validated  export 
licenses  which  have  been  issued  or 
which  may  be  issued  to  Olin’s 
Winchester  International  division  shall 
be  and  are  suspended  to  and  including 
June  24, 1980  and  no  shipment  may  be 
made  pursuant  to  the  privileges 
conferred  by  such  licenses. 

This  Order  is  effective  immediately. 

Entered  this  first  day  of  May,  1980. 

Bertram  Freedman, 

Hearing  Commissioner. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14141  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

North  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council  and  Scientific  and  Statistical 
Committee  and  Advisory  Panel; 
Amended  Meeting  Notice 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

SUMMARY:  The  North  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council,  its  Scientific  and 
Statistical  Committee  and  Advisory 
Panel  public  meeting  notice,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  Volume  45,  page 
29382,  dated  May  2, 1980,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

The  Council  meeting  will  convene  on 
Friday,  May  23, 1980,  at  8:30  a.m.,  and 
adjourn  at  approximately  5  p.m.,  at  the 
Elks  Club,  Lodge  Marine  Way,  Kodiak, 
Alaska.  There  will  be  no  SSC  or  AP 
meetings,  although  members  will  be 
attending  the  Council  meeting. 


The  following  agenda  items  will  be 
discussed  by  the  Council: 

A.  Call  to  order:  B.  approval  of 
agenda:  C.  approval  of  minutes:  D. 
executive  director’s  report:  E.  special 
reports:  E-1.  Alaska  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game  (ADFG)  Report  on  Domestic 
Fisheries.  ^2.  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  (NMFS)  Report  on 
Foreign  Fisheries,  including  joint 
ventures.  E-3.  U.S.  Coast  Guard  (USCG) 
Report  on  Enforcement  and 
Surveillance.  F:  old  business:  F-1.  A 
report  on  the  ad  hoc  Fisheries  Task 
Force  Report — Department  of  the 
Interior.  F-2.  Proposed  amendments  to 
the  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act,  HR  7039.  F-3.  Other 
old  business.  G.  fishery  management 
plans  (FMP’s):  G-1.  Gulf  of  Alaska 
Groundfish  FMP:  action  on  proposed 
1981  amendments.  G-2.  Bering  Sea/ 
Aleutian  Islands  Groundfish  FMP: 
consider  release  of  reserves.  G-3. 
Tanner  Crab  FMP:  informational.  G-4. 
Herring  FMP:  informational.  G-5.  King 
Crab,  draft  FMP:  review  of  first  draft.  H. 
new  business:  H-1.  An  NMFS  study  of 
“Accumulation  of  Plastic  Litter  on 
Beaches  of  Amchitka  Island,  Alaska.” 
H-2.  Consider  new  business  as 
appropriate.  I.  reports,  contracts, 
proposals:  J.  finance  reports:  K.  public 
comments:  L.  chairman’s  closing 
remarks:  M.  adjournment. 

All  other  information  remains 
unchanged. 

Dated;  May  5, 1980. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14246  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-22-M 


Coastal  Zone  Management  Advisory 
Committee;  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  App.  1,  notice  is  hereby  given  of 
the  meeting  of  the  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Advisory  Committee  (the 
“Committee”)  on  Thursday,  May  22  and 
Friday,  May  23, 1980.  The  meetings  will 
commence  both  days  at  9:00  A.M.  The 
meeting  will  be  held  at  the  Page  I 
Building,  Naval  Conference  Room,  2001 
Wisconsin  Avenue,  NW,  Washington, 
DC. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  public 
observation  and  approximately  25  seats 
will  be  available.  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  attend  and  participate  in  the 
meeting,  subject  to  the  procedures 
which  follow.  From  approximately  3:00 
P.M.  until  3:15  P.M.  on  May  23,  persons 
will  be  permitted  to  make  oral 
statements  to  the  Committee  which  are 


relevant  to  topics  on  the  agenda.  The 
Chairperson  retains  the  prerogative  to 
place  limits  on  the  duration  of  oral 
statements  and  discussions.  Persons 
wishing  to  make  oral  statements  should 
notify  the  Committee  Control  Officer  in 
advance  of  the  meeting.  A  written 
version  of  an  oral  statement  or  a  written 
statement  may  be  submitted  to  the 
Committee  Control  Officer  before  or 
after  the  meeting,  or  may  be  mailed 
within  five  days  to:  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Advisory  Committee, 
National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  3300  Whitehaven  Street, 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20235  Attn:  Dallas 
Miner,  Committee  Control  Officer,  CZM 
Advisory  Committee.  All  statements 
received  in  typewritten  form  will  be 
distributed  to  the  Committee  for 
consideration  with  the  minutes  of  the 
meeting.  Inquiries  may  be  directed  to 
the  Committee  Staff  at  (202)  634-4255. 

The  item  for  Committee  discussion  at 
the  meetings  will  include  the  following. 

May  22  and  May  23,  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m. 

The  topic  of  the  meetings  will  be 
Coastal  Hazards,  with  a  focus  upon 
Federal,  State  and  Local  policies  and 
actions  in  the  coastal  zone.  Panelists 
-  from  various  Federal  agencies  will  be 
involved  as  well  as  representatives  of 
State  and  Local  areas. 

Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

Michael  Glazer, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Coastal  Zone 
Management,  National  Oceanic  and 
A  tmospheric  A  dministration. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14274  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-08-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Amendments  to  the  Live  Cattle 
Contract  and  Feeder  Cattle  Contract 
of  the  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange 

The  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  section 
5a(12)  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act 
(“Act”),  7  U.S.C.  7a(12)  (1976),  as 
amended  by  the  Futures  Trading  Act  of 
1978,  Pub.  L.  No.  95-405,  §  12,  92  Stat. 

871  (1978),  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  amendments  set  forth  below 
to  rules  1504A-D  of  the  live  cattle 
contract  and  rules  2301,  2302B,  and 
2304A,  C  and  E  of  the  feeder  cattle 
contract,  submitted  by  the  Chicago 
Mercantile  Exchange,  are  of  major 
economic  significance.  The  proposed 
amendments  to  the  live  cattle  contract 
change  the  composition  of  the  delivery 
unit,  increase  certain  discounts  and 
revise  the  manner  of  calculating  these 
discounts.  The  proposed  amendments  to 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


30469 


the  feeder  cattle  contract  also  change 
the  composition  of  the  delivery  unit, 
including  the  grade  description  and  the 
size  of  the  contract.  The  allowed 
deviation  in  the  number  of  good  graded 
feeder  cattle  which  are  deliverable  and 
the  average  par  weight  range  have  also 
been  amended.  In  addition,  the 
amendments  revise  the  schedule  of 
discounts  for  heavy  feeder  cattle  and 
eliminate  one  delivery  point. 

The  amendments  to  rules  1504A-D  of 
the  live  cattle  contract  and  rules  2301, 
2302B,  2304A,  C,  and  E  of  the  feeder 
cattle  contract  are  pointed  below 
showing  deletions  in  brackets  and 
additions  underscored: 

1504.  Par  Delivery  and  Substitutions 

A.  Par  Delivery  Unit 

A  par  delivery  unit  is  40,000  pounds  of 
USDA  estimated  yield  grade  1, 2,  3,  or  4 
Choice  quality  grade  live  steers,  averaging 
between  1050  pounds  and  1200  pounds  with 
no  individual  steer  weighing  more  than  100 
pounds  above  or  below  the  average  weight 
for  the  unit.  Not  more  than  4  [8]  head  of 
estimated  yield  grade  4  Choice  steers  shall  be 
permitted  in  a  par  delivery  unit.  No 
individual  animal  weighing  less  than  950 
pounds  or  more  than  1300  pounds  shall  be 
deliverable. 

***** 

B.  Weight  Deviations 

Steers  weighing  from  100  to  200  pounds 
over  or  under  the  average  weight  of  the  steers 
in  the  delivery  unit  shall  be  deliverable  at  [an 
allowance]  a  discount  of  34  per  pound 
provided  that  no  individual  animal  weighing 
less  than  950  pounds  or  more  than  1300 
pounds  shall  be  deliverable.  For  purposes  of 
computing  such  [allowance]  a  discount,  the 
weight  of  the  over  or  under  weight  animals 
shall  be  considered  the  same  as  the  average 
weight  per  head  of  the  delivered  unit.  Steers 
weighing  more  than  200  pounds  over  or  under 
the  average  weight  of  the  load  are  not 
acceptable.  The  judgment  of  the  grader  as  to 
the  number  of  such  overweight  or 
underweight  cattle  in  the  delivery  unit  shall 
be  flnal  and  shall  be  so  certifled  on  the 
grading  certibcate. 

C.  Yield  Deviations 

Delivery  units  with  an  estimated  average 
hot  yield  under  par  as  per  Rule  1504A  shall 
be  acceptable  [with  an  allowance]  at  a 
discount  of  one-half  cent  per  pound  for  each 
one-half  percent  or  less  by  which  the 
estimated  yield  is  under  par.  Units  with  an 
estimated  average  hot  yield  of  less  than  80 
percent  shall  not  be  deliverable. 

D.  Yield  Grade  Deviations 

Estimated  yield  grade  4  Choice  quality 

steers,  up  to  and  including  [8]  4  head  are 
deliverable  at  par. 

[All  Good  quality  grade,  yield  grade  4 
steers  are  deliverable  at  a  34  per  pound 
allowance  for  yield  grade  plus  the  quality 
allowance  shown  in  1504E.] 

If  [9]  5  or  more  steers  of  yield  grade  4 
[Good  and]  Choice  quality  grade  are 


contained  in  the  delivery  unit,  all  yield  grade 
4  cattle  in  excess  of  [8]  4  up  through  a 
maximum  of  [18]  8  head  are  deliverable  at  a 
[34  per  pound  allowance]  discount  of  15 
percent  of  the  settlement  price. 

For  purposes  of  computing  such 
[allowance]  a  discount,  the  weight  of  such 
yield  grade  4  steers  shall  be  considered  the 
same  as  the  average  weight  per  head  of  the 
delivered  unit. 

Any  delivery  unit  containing  more  than  [18] 
8  head  of  cattle  with  an  estimated  yield  grade 
of  4  shall  not  be  deliverable.  Cattle  with  an 
estimated  yield  grade  of  5  shall  not  be 
deliverable. 

2301.  Commodity  Specifications 

Each  futures  contract  shall  be  for  feeder 
steers  of  [the  Choice  or  better  and  Good 
grades,]  Medium  Frame  and  the  lower  %  of 
the  Large  Frame  size  and  Number  One  (1) 
muscle  thickness  and  the  top  %  of  the 
Number  Two  (2)  muscle  thickness,  as  deHned 
in  official  United  States  Standards  for  Grades 
of  Feeder  Cattle  in  e^ect  as  of  the  opening  of 
the  contract. 

2302.  Futures  Call 

B.  Trading  Unit 

The  unit  of  trading  shall  be  [42,000]  44,000 
pounds  of  feeder  steers  [of  which  not  less 
than  80%  of  the  animals  are  of  the  USDA 
Choice  or  better  grade,  and  not  more  than 
20%  of  the  animals  of  the  USDA  Good  grade] 
consisting  of  the  USDA  Number  One  (1) 
muscle  thickness  and  not  more  than  thirteen 
(13)  head  of  the  top  one-third  (Va)  of  the 
USDA  Number  Two  (2)  muscle  thickness. 

2304.  Par  Delivery  and  Substitutions 

A.  Par  Delivery  Unit 

A  par  delivery  unit  is  [42,000]  44,000 
pounds  of  feeder  steers  averaging  between 
[550]  575  and  [650]  700  pounds. 

A  delivery  unit  averaging  over  [650]  700 
pounds  and  up  to  and  including  [800]  750 
pounds  per  animal  is  deliverable  at  a 
discount  of  [1  Vi]  3  cents  [[$.015]  ($.030)  per 
hundredweight  (computed  for  the  entire 
delivery  unit)  for  each  pound,  or  fraction 
thereof,  by  which  the  average  weight  exceeds 
[650]  700  pounds.  In  addition,  a  delivery  unit 
averaging  over  750 pounds  and  up  to  and 
including  800 pounds  per  animal  is 
deliverable  at  a  discount  of  5  cents  ($.050) 
per  hundredweight  (computed  for  the  entire 
delivery  unit)  for  each  pound,  or  fraction 
thereof,  by  which  the  average  weight  exceeds 
700 pounds. 

B.  Weight  Deviations— No  Change 

C.  Grade  Deviations  and  Substitutions 

Delivery  units  containing  not  more  than  10 

[USDA  Good  grade]  steers  of  the  top  Vs  of 
USDA  Number  2  muscle  thickness  beyond 
the  13  head  [20%]  allowance  for  [Good  grade] 
top  Vs  of  USDA  number  2  muscle  thickness 
animals  in  the  part  unit  shall  be  deliverable 
at  a  discount  of  $4.00  per  hundredweight,  in 
addition  to  any  other  allowances.  For 
purposes  of  computing  such  discounts,  the 
weight  of  [Good  grade]  Number  2  muscle 
thickness  steers  in  excess  of  the  13  head 


[20%]  allowance  shall  be  considered  the  same 
as  the  average  weight  of  the  delivery  unit. 

***** 

d.  horns  or  stubs  in  excess  of  [three]  five 
inches  in  length,  or  freshly  dehorned. 

D.  Quanity  Deviations— Na  Change 

E.  Delivery  Points  and  Allowances 

Par  delivery  of  feeder  cattle  shall  be  made 
from  approved  livestock  yards  in  Omaha, 
Nebraska,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  or 
Sioux  City,  Iowa.  Deliveries  may  also  be 
made  from  approved  livestock  yards  at  [:] 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  and  St.  Joseph, 
Missouri  at  a  discount  of  254  per 
hundredweight;  at:  . 

St.  Paul,  Minnesota 
Greeley,  Colorado 
[Kansas  City,  Missouri] 

[St.  Joseph,  Missouri] 

Dodge  City,  Kansas 
[Wichita,  Kansas] 

[Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma] 

Amarillo,  Texas 

at  a  discount  o/504  per  hundredweight 
[discount],  [from]  at  Billings,  Montana,  at  a 
discount  of  754  per  hundredweight  [discount], 
and  at  Montgomery,  Alabama  at  a  discount 
o/$6.(X}  per  hundredweight  [discount]. 

Any  person  interested  in  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  on 
these  rules  should  send  his  comments  by 
June  9, 1980  to  Ms.  Jane  Stuckey, 
Secretariat,  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20581. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  5, 1980. 
Jane  K.  Stuckey, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Do&  80-14181  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6351-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Navy 

Board  of  Advisors  to  the  President, 
Naval  War  College;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  App.  1),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Board  of  Advisors  to  the 
President,  Naval  War  College,  will  meet 
on  June  5-6, 1980,  in  room  210,  Conolly 
Hall.  The  Hrst  session  will  commence  on 
June  5  at  9:00  a.m.  and  terminate  at 
approximately  4:30  p.m.  The  second 
session  will  commence  on  June  6  at  9:00 
a.m.  and  terminate  at  4:30  p.m. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  elicit 
the  advice  of  the  Board  on  education, 
doctrinal,  and  research  policies  and 
programs  of  the  Naval  War  College. 

For  further  information  concerning  the 
meeting,  contact:  Commander  William 
M.  Tschudy,  U.S.  Navy,  Executive 
Assistant  to  the  Dean  of  Academics, 
Naval  War  College,  Newport,  Rhode 
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Island  02840,  Telephone  number  (401) 
841-3535. 

Dated:  April  28, 1980. 

P.  B.  Walker. 

Captain,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy,  Deputy  Assistant 
Judge  Advocate,  General  (Administrative 
Law). 

(FR  Doc  80-14182  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLINQ  CODE  3810-71-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Proposed 
Establishment  of  a  New  System  of 
Records 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Proposed  establishment  of  a 
new  system  of  records  subject  to  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L  93-579;  5 
U.S.C.  552a). _ 

summary:  The  Department  of  Energy 
proposes  to  establish  a  system  of 
records  in  order  to  carry  out  a  pilot 
program  in  residential  solar  water 
heating  in  the  Pacific  Northwest.  The 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  (BPA) 
will  finance  a  portion  of  the  cost  of  a 
domestic  hot  water  (DHW)  system  for 
homeowner  participants,  and  will  loan 
the  balance  of  the  system  cost  to  be 
repaid  over  a  15-year  period.  The 
interest  rate  will  be  set  at  BPA’s  cost  of 
capital  at  the  time  the  agreement  is 
signed  between  BPA  and  the  customer. 
Eligibility  of  customers  will  sure  that 
homes  are  sought  on  the  systems  of 
records,  and.  in  particular,  on  tlie 
routine  uses  of  the  records. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  7, 1980. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
directed  to  Walter  E.  Pollock,  Head, 
Energy  Conservation  Section,  Bonneville 
Power  Administration,  P.O.  Box  3621, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Walter  E.  Pollock,  Head,  Energy 
Conservation  Section,  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  3621,  Portland, 
Oregon  97208.  Telephone:  503/234-3361, 
ext.  4082. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Bonneville  Power  Administration  (BPA) 
of  the  Department  of  Energy  (DOE) 
proposes  to  establish  a  new  system  of 
records,  to  be  entitled  "Residential  Solar 
Water  Heating  Pilot  Program  Records,” 
which  will  be  part  of  BPA’s  pilot  energy 
conservation  program  in  Idaho,  Oregon, 
Washington,  and  Montana.  As  a  part  of 
this  program,  BPA  will  Hnance 
residential  solar  water  heating  systems 
and  has  contracted  with  public  utility 
districts  to  determine  participant 
eligibility  based  on  the  current  use  of 
electricity  for  water  heating,  the 


structure’s  siting  and  orientation,  the 
available  roof  area  for  collectors,  the 
amount  of  sunlight  falling  on  the  roof, 
the  available  area  for  water  storage 
tank(s),  and  other  factors. 

The  residential  solar  water  heating 
program  will  operate  as  follows: 
participating  utilities  will  send  their 
customers  a  mailer  advertising  the 
availability  of  the  residential  solar 
water  heating  program.  The  utility  will 
determine  the  eligibility  of  the  interested 
customer  by  means  of  an  initial 
telephone  call  and  a  site  inspection  to 
collect  information  about  the  customers 
and  their  homes,  which  information  will 
constitute  the  system  of  records.  The 
records  will  include  the  names  and 
addresses  of  customers  participating  in 
the  program,  site,  and  structure  data,  the 
hours  of  sunlight,  the  amount  of 
electricity  used  for  water  heating,  hot 
water  consumption,  information  about 
the  solar  system  selected,  and  its 
performance.  The  records  will  be  , 
maintained  by  the  utility. 

The  records  in  the  system  will  be 
disclosed  as  follows:  (1)  Portions  of  the 
records  will  be  provided  to  potential 
bidders  on  solar  system  installation 
work;  (2)  information  regarding  the 
homes  will  be  available  to  subsequent 
purchasers  of  those  homes;  (3)  records 
will  be  made  available  to  BPA  for  audit 
and  program  evaluation  purposes;  and 
(4)  the  records,  in  statistical  form,  will 
become  part  of  a  public  data  base  on 
residential  solar  water  heating  systems, 
to  be  maintained  by  DOE. 

The  system  of  records  will  be 
established  and  maintained  pursuant  to 
the  Bonneville  Project  Act  of  1937  (16 
U.S.C.  Chapter  12B),  as  amended  by  the 
Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (16  U.S.C. 

825s),  and  the  Federal  Columbia  River 
Transmission  System  Act  of  1974  (16 
U.S.C.  Chapter  838).  Thexollection  of 
data  and  maintenance  of  the  system  of 
records  are  valuable  to  the  residential 
solar  water  heating  program  whose 
primary  objective  is  to  demonstrate 
solar  water  heating  in  the  region,  and  to 
determine  the  extent  that  solar  energy 
can  displace  electric  energy  for 
residential  water  heating  in  the 
Northwest,  using  Hnancial  incentives  as 
a  stimulant. 

The  establishment  of  this  system  of 
records  should  have  a  minimal  effect  on 
the  personal  privacy  of  participants. 
Participation  in  the  program  is  voluntary 
and  will  be  initiated  by  the  individuals; 
the  information  collected  will  include 
data  about  the  individual’s  home,  such 
as  siting,  orientation,  annual  sunlight, 
and  structural  features. 

Some  States  in  the  region  currently 
offer  financial  incentives  such  as  tax 
credits  or  deductions  for  solar 


applications.  The  BPA  program  will 
provide  additional  incentives  to 
residential  customers  on  a  pilot  basis 
and  assist  utilities  with  conservation 
efforts. 

Safeguards:  Records  will  be 
safeguarded  in  two  ways:  (1)  access  to 
records  will  be  limited  to  those 
personnel  who  have  a  need  for  the  data; 
and  (2)  records  will  be  locked  when 
unattended.  In  view  of  these  provisions, 
more  elaborate  security  measures  need 
not  be  considered. 

A  Report  on  New  Systems  has  been 
submitted  to  the  OfHce  of  Management 
and  Budget  as  required  by  Section  3(o) 
of  the  Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C.  Section 
552a(o)),  and  OMB  Circular  No.  A-108, 
as  amended. 

Information  to  be  maintained  in  the 
system  will  be  collected  using  a  data 
collection  form  which  has  been 
submitted  to  OMB  for  clearance  under 
the  Federal  Reports  Act  and  OMB 
Circular  No.  A-40,  as  amended. 

The  text  of  the  system  notice  is  set 
forth  below. 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

William  S.  Heffelfinger, 

Director  of  Administration, 

DOE-69  ’ 

SYSTEM  NAME; 

Residential  Solar  Water  Heating  Pilot 
Program  Records 

SYSTEM  location: 

Bonneville  Power  Administration, 
Energy  Conservation  Section,  P.O.  Box 
3621,  Portland,  Oregon  97208;  and 
utilities  that  may  participate  in  the 
program. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
system: 

Individuals  who  have  requested 
participation  in  the  Residential  Solar 
Water  Heating  Pilot  Program,  and  who 
meet  the  Homeowner  Eligibility  Criteria 
agreed  upon  by  Bonneville  and  by 
participating  utilities. 

categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

Information  about  a  participant’s 
household  hot  water  consumption, 
electric  energy  consumption  for  water 
.heating,  family  size,  siting  and 
orientation  of  house,  roof  area  available 
for  solar  collectors,  hours  of  daily 
sunlight  on  the  roof  top  year  round, 
extent  of  shading  by  nearby  buildings  or 
vegetation,  storage  area  for  water 
tank(s),  structural  aspects  relating  to 
solar  system  installation,  and  data 
about  the  performance  of  the  water 
heating  system  after  installation. 
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AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Bonneville  Project  Act  of  1937, 16 
U.S.C.  Chapter  12B  (1976),  as  amended 
by  the  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944  (16 
U.S.C.  Section  825s),  and  the  Federal 
Columbia  River  Transmission  Act  of 
1974  (16  U.S.C.  Chapter  838). 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDINO  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Information  will  be  maintained  by  the 
utility  and  will  be  used  (1)  to  assess  the 
electric  energy  displacement  for  water 
heating  by  the  solar  system;  (2)  to 
evaluate  the  performance  of  several 
types  of  solar  water  heating  systems, 
under  varying  seasonal  and  climatic 
conditions;  and  (3)  to  assess  the 
potential  regional  impact  of  solar  energy 
used  for  water  heating. 

BPA  will  use  this  information  in 
statistical  form  to  (1)  evaluate  the 
overall  effectiveness  of  the  program,  and 
(2)  to  provide  a  public  data  base  which 
will  be  used  to  plan  and  analyze 
appropriate  conservation  measures  for 
residents  of  the  Pacific  Northwest. 

The  utility  will  make  information 
available  (1)  to  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agenc^s  and  organizations  with  an 
interest  in  solar  development  in  the 
region,  and  (2)  to  BPA  for  audit  and 
program  evaluation  purposes. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM 

storage: 

Records  are  maintained  (1)  on  paper 
in  file  folders,  and  (2)  on  computer  tape. 

retrievabiuty: 

Records  are  indexed  by  a  utility 
account  number  assigned  to  each  utility 
customer. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Access  to  and  use  of  these  records  is 
limited  to  those  persons  whose  official 
duties  require  such  access.  All  files  are 
locked  when  unattended. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL.' 

A  records  retention  and  disposal 
authorization  will  be  developed  and 
issued  in  the  effective  edition  of  DOE 
Order  1324.1,  Records  Disposition. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Walter  E.  Pollack,  Head,  Energy 
Conservation  Section,  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  3621,  Portland, 
Oregon  97208,  (503)  234-3361  Ext.  4082. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Individuals  about  whom  information 
is  maintained  in  this  system  of  records 
are  aware  of  that  fact  through 
participation  in  the  program.  However, 


inquiries  may  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager  named  above. 
Requests  should  include  the  individual's 
full  name  and  address. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  for  access  may  be  directed 
to  the  System  Manager  named  above. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  desiring  to  contest  or 
amend  information  maintained  in  this 
system  should  direct  their  request  to  the 
System  Manager  named  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

The  information  in  this  system  is 
solicited  from  the  individual  to  whom 
the  record  pertains.  Information  about 
homes  will  be  gathered  by 
representatives  of  the  utilities  based  on 
an  examination  of  the  home  conducted 
in  cooperation  with  the  customer. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14272  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  ain| 
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National  Petroleum  Council,  Task 
Group  of  the  Committee  on 
Unconventional  Gas  Sources;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  task 
group  of  the  Committee  on 
Unconventional  Gas  Sources  will  meet 
in  May  1980.  The  National  Petroleum 
Council  was  established  to  provide 
advice,  information,  and 
recommendations  to  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  on  matters  relating  to  oil  and 
natural  gas  or  the  oil  and  natural  gas 
industries.  The  Committee  on 
Unconventional  Gas  Sources  will 
analyze  the  potential  constraints  in 
these  areas  which  may  inhibit  future 
production  and  will  report  its  Rndings  to 
the  National  Petroleum  Council.  Its 
analysis  and  findings  will  be  based  on 
information  and  data  to  be  gathered  by 
the  various  task  groups.  The  task  group 
scheduling  a  meeting  is  the  Tight  Gas 
Reservoirs  Task  Group.  The  time, 
location  and  agenda  of  the  meeting 
follows: 

The  seventeenth  meeting  of  the  Tight 
Gas  Reserviors  Task  Group  will  be  held 
on  Wednesday,  May  21, 1980,  and 
Thursday,  May  22, 1980,  starting  at  9:00 
a.m.  on  both  days,  Conference  Room 
1119,  Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  Prudential 
Plaza  Building,  1645  Curtis  Street, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meeting 
follows: 

1.  Introductory  remarks  by  Chairman  and 
Government  Cochairman. 

2.  Discussion  of  the  report  outline  of  the 
Tight  Gas  Reserviors  Task  Group. 

3.  Review  the  preliminary  result/s  of  the 
Tight  Gas  Reserviors  Task  Group. 

4.  Review  of  the  Tight  Gas  Reserviors  Task 
Group’s  assignments. 


5.  Discussion  of  any  other  matters  pertinent 
to  the  overall  assignment  of  the  Tight  Gas 
Reserviors  Task  Group. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  is 
empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment, 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of 
business.  Any  member  of  the  public  who 
wishes  to  file  a  written  statement  with 
the  task  group  will  be  permitted  to  do 
so,  either  before  or  after  the  meeting. 
Members  of  the  Public  who  wish  to 
make  oral  statements  should  inform 
Lucio  A.  D’Andrea,  Office  of  Resource 
Applications,  202/633-8383,  prior  to  the 
meeting  and  reasonable  provision  will 
be  made  for  their  appearance  on  the 
agenda. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  review  at  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Public  Reading 
Room,  Room  GA  152,  DOE,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  April  29, 
1980. 

R.  Dobbie  Langenkamp, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary,  Resource 
Development  and  Operations,  Resource 
Applications. 

April  30, 1980. 

|FR  Doc  80-14151  Piled  5-7-80:  8:45  ami 
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Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  RP80-831 

ANR  Storage  Co.;  Order  Accepting  for 
Filing  and  Suspending  Proposed  Tariff 
Sheets  Subject  to  Refund,  Subject  to 
Conditions,  and  Establishing 
Procedures 

Issued:  May  1, 1980. 

On  April  1, 1980,  ANR  Storage 
Company  (ANR)  filed,  pursuant  to 
section  4  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  revised 
tariff  sheets  ‘  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  2,  which  would 
increase  annual  jurisdictional  revenues 
above  its  presently  effective  base  tariff 
rates  by  $4,874,000  or  29  percent.  ANR 
requests  that  the  Commission  waive  the 
30-day  notice  period  provided  in  section 
4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  suspend 
the  efiectiveness  of  the  proposed  tarifi 
sheets  for  only  one  day  in  order  to 
permit  an  effective  date  of  April  2, 1980. 

Public  notice  of  ANR’s  filing  was 
issued  on  April  10, 1980,  with  petitions 
or  protests  due  by  April  25, 1980. 


*  First  Revised  Tariff  Sheet  Nos.  8,  9,  31.  52,  53.  74. 
75  and  96  to  FERC  Gas  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  2 
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ANR  has  developed  the  Rapid  River 
and  Cold  Springs  Fields  in  Kalkaska 
County,  Michigan,  as  natural  gas  storage 
reservoirs  under  certificate 
authorization  issued  by  the  Commission 
on  July  23, 1979,  in  Docket  Nos.  CP78- 
0432,  et  al.  ANR's  initial  FERC  Gas 
Tariff  was  accepted  on  March  IS,  1980, 
by  the  Director  of  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Pipeline  and  Producer  Rates. 
Service  commenced  on  April  1, 1980,  at 
which  time  only  2.06  Bcf  of  the  subject 
field’s  capacity  of  38.3  Bcf  remained 
uncommitted. 

ANR  states  that  the  purpose  for  this 
rate  change  filing  is  to  recover  the 
increase  in  its  borrowing  costs  which 
has  occurred  during  the  past  year.  As  a 
new  company,  ANR’s  debt,  which  is  7595 
of  its  total  capital  structure,  has  been 
provided  by  a  group  of  banks  on  a  short¬ 
term  basis,  pending  permanent 
financing,  pursuant  to  an  agreement 
which  provides  that  the  interest  to  be 
paid  shall  be  106%  of  the  Prime  Interest 
Rate  of  the  Nation^  Bank  of  Detroit  plus 
an  annual  loan  commitment  fee  of  .5%. 

In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  the  cost  of  ANR’s  short-term 
debt  has  risen  to  20.64%  as  of  April  1, 
1980,  compared  to  the  10%  cost  for  long¬ 
term  debt  originally  proposed  and 
included  in  the  initial  rates  approved  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP78-432.  et  al. 

Furthermore,  in  order  to  account  for 
future  fluctuations  in  the  cost  of  its 
short-term  debt,  ANR  proposes  to 
modify  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Orignal 
Volume  No.  2,  to  include  a  permanent 
tracking  provision  which  would 
periodically  adjust  its  rates  to  recover 
the  actual  cost  of  the  short-term  debt. 
Specifically,  this  procedure  would 
require  that  ANR’s  actual  debt  costs  be 
compared  on  a  monthly  basis  with  the 
interest  costs  which  are  included  in  the 
corresponding  monthly  rates.  The 
monthly  differences  would  be 
accumulated  and  used  to  compute,  on  a 
semi-annual  basis,  an  appropriate 
adjustment  to  customers'  charges  during 
the  following  six  month  period.  ANR 
states  that  when  long-term  financing  is 
secured,  the  monthly  charge  would  be 
adjusted  finally  to  reflect  the  cost  of 
such  debt. 

Based  upon  a  review  of  ANR’s  filing, 
the  Commission  finds  that  the  proposed 
tariff  sheets  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable,  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory,  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  for  the 
reasons  set  out  below,  the  Commission 
shall  accept  ANR’s  tariff  sheets  for 
filing,  deny  the  requested  waiver  of  the 
30-day  notice  requirement,  and  suspend 
the  filing  for  one  day  until  May  3, 1980, 


subject  to  refund  and  subject  to 
conditions  set  out  in  this  order. 

ANR’s  proposal  to  include  a  short¬ 
term  interest  tracking  provision  in  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff  is  proscribed  by 
§154.38(d]  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  However,  we  believe  that 
the  reasonableness  of  the  tariff 
provision  for  tracking  changes  in  short¬ 
term  interest  costs  proposed  by  ANR 
should  be  evaluated  in  the  absence  of  a 
definitive  plan  for  long-term  Hnancing. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission  will 
accept  ANR’s  proposed  tariff  sheets 
subject  to  the  condition  that  ANR  file 
revised  tariff  sheets  excluding  the 
interest  tracking  provision.  The  tracking 
provision  will,  however,  be  made  a  part 
of  the  record  in  this  rate  proceeding  and 
the  reasonableness  of  such  provision 
will  be  an  issue  considered  along  with 
the  issue  of  the  reasonableness  of  the 
rate  change  attributable  to  the  existing 
increases  in  short-term  debt. 

Finally,  ANR  has  requested  a  one  day 
suspension  and  waiver  of  the  30-day 
notice  period  in  order  to  prevent  an 
operating  loss  for  each  month  of 
suspension.  The  Commission  ffnds  that 
ANR  has  not  shown  good  cause  for 
waiver  of  the  30-day  notice  period  in 
light  of  the  fact  that  ANR  has  had 
sufficient  time  to  obtain  rate  relief  since 
the  certificate  approving  construction 
was  issued  July  23, 1979,  and  operation 
did  not  begin  until  April  1, 1980.  The 
Commission  will  accept  for  filing  and 
suspend  the  filing  for  one  day  until  May 
3, 1980  when  it  may  become  effective 
subject  to  refund  as  conditioned  below. 

The  Commission  Orders:  (A)  ANR’s 
filing  is  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  for  one  day  such  that  the 
filing  may  become  effective  May  3, 1980, 
subject  to  refund  in  the  manner  provided 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  subject  to 
the  condition  in  the  ordering  paragraph 
(C) 

(B)  ANR’s  request  for  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  is  denied. 

(C)  The  acceptance  of  the  subject 
tariff  sheets  is  conditioned  upon  ANR’s 
filing  within  15  days  revised  tariff  sheets 
excluding  the  short-term  interest 
tracking  provision. 

(D)  Piirsuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  Section  4 
and  5  thereof,  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations,  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  tariffs  proposed  to  recover 
increased  costs  in  short-term  interest 
and  the  lawfulness  of  the  interest 
tracking  provision. 

(E)  The  Commission  Staff  shall 
prepare  and  serve  top  sheets  on  all 
parties  on  or  before  August  1, 1980. 

(F)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 


Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  (18  CFR  3.5(d)).  shall  convene  a 
settlement  conference  in  this  proceeding 
to  be  held  within  10  days  after  the 
service  of  top  sheets  by  the  Staff,  in  a 
hearing  or  conference  room  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  is  authorized 
to  establish  such  further  procedural 
dates  as  may  be  necessary,  and  to  rule 
upon  all  motions  (except  motions  to 
consolidate,  sever,  or  dismiss),  as 
provided  for  in  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  '• 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14197  Filed  &-7-a0:  B:4S  ara] 
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(Docket  Nos.  EL79-26  and  ER79-6001 

Central  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Order 
Granting  Rehearing  in  Part  and 
Modifying  Prior  Order 

Issued:  May  2, 1980. 

7.  Introduction 

On  October  12, 1979,  the  Comm^sion 
issued  an  order  granting  Central  Power 
&  Light  Company’s  (CPL)  petition  for 
declaratory  order.  The  Commission 
found  that  the  manner  in  which  CPL  has 
billed  and  collected  its  firm  power  rates, 
including  increases  in  the  demand 
charge  pursuant  to  an  escalation  clause, 
from  the  Public  Utilities  Board  of  the 
City  of  Brownsville  (City  or  Brownsville) 
was  consistent  with  this  Commission’s 
May  9, 1979  order  accepting  prior  rates 
and  is  consistent  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations  and  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  In  so  finding,  the 
Commission  rejected  CPL’s  alternative 
request  for  acceptance  of  four  rate 
schedule  supplements  reflecting 
increases  in  demand  charges  from  May, 
1976  through  April,  1979.  In  addition,  the 
Commission  denied  Brownsville’s 
motion  for  summary  disposition 
requesting  a  finding  that  CPL’s  changes 
in  demand  charges  pursuant  to  the 
escalation  clause  are  illegal  and  denied 
its  request  for  refunds  of  all  demand 
charges  in  excess  of  the  charge  as  it 
existed  when  the  contract  was  accepted 
by  the  Commission. 

On  November  9, 1979,  Brownsville, 
filed  an  application  for  rehearing  of  the 
Commission’s  October  12th  order.' 


'CPL  filed  a  “Limited  Response"  to  Bro«vnsvil)e’s 
application  on  November  20, 1979  to  which 
Brownsville  responded  on  December  4. 1979.  These 
“responses”  have  not  been  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  making  its  decision  on  the  merits  of 
Footnotes  continued  on  next  page 
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II.  Discussion 

In  support  of  its  application, 
Brownsville  makes  essentially  the  same 
arguments  advanced  in  its  petition  to 
intervene  and  protest  in  this  proceeding: 
(1)  the  Commission’s  orders  of  May  9, 
1978  and  July  5, 1979  accepted  the 
current  demand  charge  in  the  CPL/ 
Brownsville  Contract  rather  than  the 
escalation  formula  as  the  rate;  (2]  the 
May  and  July,  1979  orders  made  no 
determination  as  to  the  reasonableness 
of  the  effect  of  future  increases  pursuant 
to  the  demand  escalation  clause;  (3J 
changes  in  charges  pursuant  to  the 
escalation  clause  constitute  a  change  in 
rate  which  must  be  filed  under  Section 
205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and 
relevant  regulations. 

In  addition,  Brownsville  states  that 
the  Commission  erred  in  construing  an 
issue  raised  by  Brownsville  to  be 
whether,  because  the  CPL-Brownsville 
contract  is  a  Hxed  rate  contract,  the 
changes  in  the  demand  charge  violate 
the  fixed  rate.  According  to  Brownsville, 
the  point  it  was  raising  was  that 
changes  provided  for  in  a  contract  on 
file  with  the  Commission,  even  if  it  is  a 
Hxed  rate  contract,  still  must  be  filed 
and  noticed  in  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  statute.  While  we  do 
not  find  that  these  arguments  support 
the  granting  of  relief  requested  by 
Brownsville,  we  feel  that  the  October 
12th  order  must  be  modified. 

First,  it  is  clear  that  the  Commission 
has  the  authority  to  approve  automatic 
adjustment  clauses  in  a  utility’s  rate 
schedule. ‘However,  automatic  clauses 
are  exceptions  to  the  notice  and  review 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and 
approval  of  such  a  clause  as  the  rate  is  a 
departure  from  the  traditional  regulatory 
scheme.  Under  these  circumstances  we 
find  that,  in  order  to  remove  the  changes 
in  charges  under  an  “automatic”  clause 
from  the  notice,  filing  and  supsension 
provisions  of  Section  205,  the 
Commission  must  expressly  approve  the 
clause  as  the  rate  rather  than  merely 
accepting  the  contract  containing  the 
clause. 


Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
Brownsville's  application.  These  "pleadings”  are  in 
violation  of  Section  1.34(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  and,  in  any  event,  address  issues  which 
are  irrelevant  to  Brownsville's  application.  See 
discussion  infra,  at  3-4. 

’  The  Electric  and  Water  Plant  Board  of  the  City 
of  Frankfort,  Kentucky,  et,al.  v.  Kentucky  Utilities 
Company,  Opinion  No.  760  (April  29, 1976); 
rehearing  denied,  July  28, 1976:  off irmed per  curiam. 
The  Electric  and  Water  Plant  Board  of  the  City  of 
Frankfort,  Kentucky,  et  al.  v.  FERC,  D.C.  Cir.  No. 
76-18M,  December  8, 1977,  (unreported  opinion); 
South  Carolina  Generating  Company  v.  FP.C.  249  F 
2d.  755,  765  (4th  Cir.  1957)  cert  denied  356  U.S.  912 
(1958),  appeal  after  remand  261 F  2d.  915  (4th  Cir. 
1958).  (Retention  or  rejection  of  escalator  clause  a 
matter  for  the  determination  of  the  regulatory  body.) 


While  we  shall  apply  this  policy  to  all 
future  formula  rates,  the  Commission’s 
past  practices  may  need  some 
clarification.  In  the  case  of  fuel 
adjustment  clauses,  the  Commission  has 
stated  on  a  generic  basis  that  a  fuel 
clause  formula  is  a  part  of  the  rate,® 
Likewise,  the  Commission  has  in  the 
past  allowed  certain  full  cost  of  service 
formula  tariffs  (particularly  for  unit 
sales  and  sales  to  affiliates]  to  operate 
as  the  rate.  In  addition,  interchange 
rates  based  on  incremental  costs  have 
been  allowed  to  operate  without  a 
requirement  of  notice  and  filing  for  each 
transaction.  Aside  from  these  limited 
exceptions,  however,  the  Commission’s 
policy  has  been  to  treat  changes  under 
formula  rates  or  "escalator  clauses”  as 
changes  in  rates  which  may  or  may  not 
be  suspended,  but  which  are  subject  to 
the  notice  and  Bling  requirements  of 
Section  205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.® 
since  CPL’s  demand  charge  escalator 
clause  does  not  fall  within  the 
exceptions  noted,  the  changes  under  it 
are  properly  subject  to  Section  205 
notice  and  filing  requirements,  absent 
specific  Commission  approval  of  the 
formula  as  the  rate. 

Brownsville  correctly  points  out  that 
the  Commission  did  not  expressly 
approve  CPL’s  demand  formula  as  the 
rate  but  merely  accepted  the  contract 
containing  the  clause.  The  Commission’s 
acceptance  therefore,  will  not  be 
considered  an  acceptance  or  approval  of 
the  demand  charge  fomula  as  the  rate. 
However,  contrary  to  Brownsville’s 
assertions,  the  Commission  examined 
CPL’s  demand  charge  clause  and 
determined  that,  given  continuing 
economic  conditions  of  rising  costs,  the 
clause  would  not  produce  excess 
revenues.  We  will,  therefore,  waive  the 
notice  and  filing  requirements  of  Section 
205  for  the  changes  in  the  demand 
charge  which  have  occurred  from  the 
time  of  the  acceptance  of  the  contract  to 
the  date  of  issuance  of  this  order  for 
good  cause  shown® — viz,  1)  that  such  a 


*  Opinion  No.  760,  supra,  note  2;  See  also.  Public 
Service  Company  of  New  Hampshire,  Opinion  No. 
7900,  Docket  No.  ER76-285, 19  PUR  4th  210  aff'd. 
Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Hampshire  v.  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  195  U.S.  App.  D.C. 
130, 600  F.3d  944,  cert,  denied,  Dec.  10. 1979  (Sub.  Ct. 
Nos.  79-169  and  79-544). 

*  See  18  CFR  §  2.4(g). 

‘The  Commission's  waiver  of  notice  and  filing 
requirements  shall  apply  to  the  following  changes  in 
demand  charge  (representing  all  changes  in  demand 
charge  under  the  contract  since  CPL's  jurisdictional 
status  was  recognized); 

1.90/kW  from  may  to  December,  1976;  $2.06/KW 
from  January  through  March,  1977;  $2.11 /KW  from 
April.  1977,  through  March.  1978:  $2.16/KW  from 
April,  1978,  through  March,  1979,  and  ^.20/KW 
beginning  April  1. 1979,  to  date.  These  increases 
above  $1.80  per  KW  have  produced  approximately 
$300,000  in  additional  revenue  to  CPL. 


clause  could  not  produce  excess 
revenues  as  long  as  the  trend  of  rising 
costs  at  the  time  of  acceptance 
continued,  which  it  has;  2)  that,  under 
the  terms  of  the  contract,  Brownsville 
had  notice  of  the  changes  in  demand 
charge;  and  3]  that  Brownsville  did  not 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  at  the 
time  the  contract  was  accepted  and  has 
never  protested  any  of  the  changes  in 
demand  charge  pursuant  to  the 
escalation  clause  until  July  27, 1979.* 

The  Commission’s  waiver  of  the 
notice  and  Hling  requirements  for  CPL's 
increases  in  the  demand  charge  in  this 
case  is  consistent  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  205.  While  utilities  cannot  take 
themselves  out  of  the  regulatory  scheme 
by  providing  for  future  rate  increases  in 
their  contracts,’  the  effective  date  of  a 
rate  change  is  within  the  discretion  of 
the  Commission.  Under  Section  205(c], 
the  Commission  may  designate  the  time 
and  form  in  which  rate  schedules  may 
be  filed.  Section  205(d)  requires  that  the 
utilities  give  sixty  days  notice  of  any 
change  in  rate,  “unless  the  Commission 
otherwise  orders.”  The  notice  and  Hling 
provisions  of  the  statute  thus  bind  the 
jurisdictional  companies,  not  the 
Commission,  which  can  waive  them  for 
good  cause  shown. 

Under  our  analysis,  then,  CPL’s  failure 
to  give  notice  and  file  its  changes  in  the 
demand  charge  under  the  clause  does 
not  violate  the  regulations  or  the  Act 
and,  therefore,  does  not  result  in  a 
refund  obligation.  In  addition,  since  our 
recent  review  of  the  operation  of  CP&L’s 
clause ‘indicates  that  it  is  continuing  to 
collect  rates  that  are  just  and 
reasonable,  we  will  extend  our  waiver 
of  notice  and  flling  requirements  to 
CPL’s  most  recent  increase  under  the 
clause  on  April  1, 1980.  All  future 
changes'^  in  the  demand  charges, 
however,  must  comply  with  the  notice 


*The  Commission  recognizes  that  the  better 
practice  would  have  been  to  waive  the  notice  and 
niing  requirements  at  the  time  the  contract  was 
accepted  and  thus  avoid  the  uncertainty  which  may 
have  resulted  in  this  case.  It  is  clear,  however,  that 
the  Commission  retains  the  authority  to  waive  the 
notice  and  Tiling  requirements  after  the  effective 
date  of  a  rate  change  under  the  principles 
enunciated  in  City  of  Piqua  v.  F.E.R.C.,  610  F.2d  950 
(D.C.  Cir.  1979). 

’See,  Sunray  OH  Company  v.  FPC  364  U.S.  137, 
153  (1963): 

*  *  *  the  Act  does  not  contemplate  that  in  a 
sellers'  contract  there  may  inhere  the  power,  of  a 
contract’s  own  accord,  to  effect  a  rate  change  at  a 
future  date  unchecked  by  the  regulatory  scheme 
*  *  *  (emphasis  added) 

*ln  our  October  12, 1979  order  in  this  docket  we 
required  CPL  to  hie  cost  support  based  on  1978  data 
in  sufficient  detail  to  show  the  earned  rate  of  return 
on  CPL's  service  to  Brownsville  under  the  then 
effective  rate.  We  have  now  reviewed  this  hling  and 
are  satisfied  that  the  demand  clause  is  continuing  to 
operate  to  produce  just  and  reasonable  rates  as  our 
initial  review  indicated  that  it  would. 
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requirements  of  Section  35.3  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations 
and  Section  205(d)  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  In  addition,  CPL  must  file  cost 
support  for  such  changes  indicating  how 
each  change  was  derived  and  how  each 
change  will  affect  the  company’s  earned 
rate  of  return  under  the  CPL/ 
Brownsville  contract.  This  filing, 
however,  need  not  contain  the  detailed 
cost  support  required  under  §  35.13(b)(4) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 
Regulations. 

Brownsville  has  also  raised  a  number 
of  issues  relating  to  alleged  breaches  of 
contract  and  anticompetitive  conduct  on 
the  part  of  CPL.  While  Brownsville 
claims  these  allegations  provide 
relevant  information  regarding  the 
relative  positions  of  the  parties  in 
negotiating  the  contract  at  issue,  we  find 
that  these  allegations  are  irrelevant  to 
the  question  of  CPL’s  filing  and  refund 
obligations.  We  note,  however,  that 
Brownsville  has  pointed  out  that  the 
CPL/Brownsville  contract  (Article  V, 
Section  4)  contains  a  resale  prohibition 
provision.  While  Brownsville  does  not 
claim  that  this  provision  has  been 
invoked  to  prevent  the  City’s  resale  of 
power  purchased  from  CPL,  we  note  that 
such  provisions  are  unenforceable  under 
the  perse  rule  established  in  Gulf  States 
Utilities  Co.,  Docket  No.  ER76-816 
(October  20. 1978). 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  application  for  rehearing  filed 
by  the  Public  Utilities  Board  of  the  City 
of  Brownsville  is  hereby  granted  in  part 
and  denied  in  part. 

(B)  Good  cause  is  found  to  grant 
waiver  of  the  Section  205  notice  and 
filing  requirements  for  all  past  rate 
changes  under  CPL’s  demand  charge 
clause. 

(C)  Central  Power  &  Light  Co.  is 
hereby  ordered  to  file  all  future  changes 
in  the  demand  charge  under  FERC  Rate 
Schedule  No.  51  as  described  in  the  text 
of  this  order  pursuant  to  §  §  35.3  and 
35.13  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  and 
Regulations  and  Section  205  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14198  Filed  5-7-80;  8  45  a  m  | 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  Nos.  ER79-528  and  ER80-1531 

Cincinnati  Gas  &  Electric  Co.;  Order 
Granting  Motor  for  Authority  to  Collect 
Proposed  Settlement  Rates  in  Lieu  of 
Filed  Rates 

Issued;  May  2, 1960. 

On  March  26, 1980,  the  Cincinnati  Gas 
&  Electric  Company  (CG&E)  filed  a 
motion  for  permission  to  collect 
settlement  rates  in  lieu  of  its  filed  rates 
in  these  dockets. 

On  July  20, 1979,  CG&E  filed  with  this 
Commission  in  Docket  No.  ER79-528 
proposed  tariff  schedules  to  increase 
rates  for  the  Villages  of  Bethel, 
Blanchester, 'Georgetown,  Hamersville, 
and  Ripley,  Ohio  (Ohio  municipalities), 
for  Union  Light,  Heat  &  Power  Company 
(Union  Light)  and  for  West  Harrison 
Gas  &  Electric  Company.  The  proposed 
change  in  rates  would  have  increased 
annual  jurisdictional  revenues  for  these 
customers  by  $5,657,252  for  the  twelve 
month  period  ending  December  31, 1979. 
The  Commission  by  order  issued 
September  14, 1979,  accepted  CG&E’s 
filing  and  suspended  the  tariffs  until 
February  19, 1980,  at  which  time  they 
became  effective,  subject  to  refund. 

On  December  28. 1979,  Union  Light 
filed  with  this  Commission  in  Docket 
No.  ER80-153  a  proposed  increase  in 
rates  for  Williamstown,  Kentucky 
(Williamstown),  its  only  wholesale 
customer,  to  reflect  that  portion 
allocable  to  Williamstown  of  the 
wholesale  rate  increase  to  Union  Light 
proposed  by  CG&E  in  Docket  No.  ER79- 
528.  Union  Light’s  proposed  change 
would  have  increased  annual 
jurisdictional  revenues  from 
Willamstown  by  approximately  $96,000 
based  on  the  twelve  month  period 
ending  December  31, 1979.  The  proposed 
change  was  permitted  to  become 
effective  February  28, 1980,  and  Docket 
Nos.  ER79-528  and  ER80-153  were 
consolidated  for  further  proceedings. 

CG&E  on  February  11, 1980,  filed  an 
Offer  of  Settlement  with  this 
Commission.  The  Settlement  agreement, 
based  on  the  twelve  month  period 
ending  December  31, 1979,  provides  for 
an  increase  in  annual  jurisdictional 
revenues  of  $3,418,967  for  Union  Light, 
$312,156  for  the  Ohio  municipalities  and 
$18,873  for  West  Harrison  Gas  &  Electric 
Company.  On  April  9, 1980,  Union  Light 
filed  a  settlement  offer  incorporating  a 
settlement  agreement  executed  between 
Union  Light  and  Williamstown  which 
provide  for  an  annual  increase  in 
revenues  of  $56,016  based  on  estimated 
1979  data. 

CG&E  has  moved  to  collect  the  above 
settlement  rates  in  lieu  of  its  filed  rates. 
CG&E  makes  this  request  due  to  the  fact 


that  certification  of  the  Offer  of 
Settlement  in  Docket  No.  ER79-528  will 
not  be  made  until  after  the  comment 
period  for  the  settlement  offer  in  Docket 
No.  ER80-153  has  passed.  Thus, 
resolution  of  all  matters,  including  FERC 
approval  of  the  final  rates,  is  uncertain 
at  this  time.  CG&E  further  states  that  the 
company  and  its  wholesale  customers 
are  anxious  to  have  the  settlement  rates 
put  into  effect  as  soon  as  possible. 

CG&E  desires  to  collect  the  lower 
settlement  rates  in  order  to  give  its 
customers  the  benefits  of  the  settlement 
rate  reductions  immediately  and  thereby 
reduce  its  refund  obligation.  CG&E  has 
also  requested  authorization  to  refund  to 
its  customers  with  interest,  amounts 
collected  since  February  19, 1980,  in 
excess  of  the  amounts  that  would  have 
been  collected  under  the  settlement 
rates. 

On  April  8, 1980,  the  Commission  Staff 
filed  comments  in  support  of  CG&E’s 
motion.  Staff  states  that  it  supports  the 
underlying  settlement  rates  and  that  the 
granting  of  the  company’s  motion  will 
contribute  to  a  just  and  reasonable 
resolution  of  the  issues  in  this 
proceeding.  Staff  also  states  that  the 
interveners  in  the  two  dockets  support 
the  motion  as  well. 

Upon  review,  the  Commission 
believes  that  CG&E’s  proposal  is  in  the 
public  interest.  We  shall  therefore  allow 
CG&E  to  collect  the  settlement  rates  in 
lieu  of  its  proposed  rates.  We  shall  also 
grant  CG&E’s  request  to  refund  with 
interest  all  amounts  collected  since 
February  19, 1980,  in  excess  of  the 
settlement  rates. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  CG&E’s  motion  is  hereby  granted. 

(B)  Beginning  with  the  effective  date 
February  19, 1980,  CG&E  is  hereby 
authorized  to  collect  its  proposed 
settlement  rates. 

(C)  If  the  Commission  ultimately 
rejects  the  settlement,  the  company  will 
be  permitted  to  collect,  only 
prospectively  from  the  date  the 
Commission  order  rejecting  the 
settlement  becomes  final,  either  the 
higher  filed  rates  or  such  other  rates  as 
the  Commission  may  deteripine  at  that 
time  to  be  just  and  reasonable. 

(D)  All  amounts  collected  in  excess  of 
the  proposed  settlement  rates  since 
February  19, 1980,  shall  be  refunded 
accordingly  to  the  respective  wholesale 
customers  with  interest  to  be  computed 
pursuant  to  Commission  Order  Nos.  47, 
47-A,  and  47-B. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  this 
order  to  be  promptly  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 
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By  the  Commission. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14199  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BiUlNG  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP80-328] 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.;  Notice  of 
Application 

May  1, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  17, 1980, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  25128,  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma  73125,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP80-328  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certiHcate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  facilities  at  its  Ottawa 
Compressor  Station  in  Franklin  County, 
Kansas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  construct  and 
operate  two  4,250  horsepower 
compressor  units  and  appurtenant 
facilities  at  its  Ottawa  Compressor 
Station  in  Franklin  County,  Kansas.  It  is 
stated  that  the  proposed  facilities  would 
enhance  Applicant's  ability  to  provide 
adequate  peak  day  service  to  its 
customers  in  high  priority  categories  and 
would  improve  its  operating  flexibility. 

Applicant  states  that  the  $4,100,000 
estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  facilities 
would  be  paid  from  treasury  cash. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  May  23, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  hied  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procediue,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 


application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  Hnds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certihcate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
uimecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  80-14200  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  S450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  RP74-4] 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.;  Order 
Remanding  Proceeding 

Issued:  May  2, 1980. 

On  August  9, 1979,  in  Cities  Service 
Gas  Company  v.  F.E.R.C.,  Docket  No. 
78-2009,  et  al.,  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Tenth  Circuit  (Court) 
remanded  to  the  Commission  for  further 
consideration  orders  issued  in  Opinion 
Nos.  24  and  24-A  which  set  rates  for  the 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company,  (Cities 
Service)  an  interstate  natural  gas 
transmission  company.'  The  remand 
was  requested  and  granted  in  part 
based  upon  the  decision  in  Columbia 
Gas  Transmission  Corp.  et  al.  v.  F.E.R.C. 

F.2d. - (1979),  No.  77-1627,  et  al, 

(D.C.  Cir.  May  17, 1979).  Therefore,  we 
shall  remand  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  to  the  Administrative  Law 
judge  for  a  re-examination  of  the  issues 
set  forth  further  below. 

I.  Background 

On  February  7, 1977,  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  issued  his 
initial  decision  on  the  reserved  issues 
and  among  other  things,  found  that  the 
United^  method  of  cost  classification, 
cost  allocation  and  rate  design  was 
appropriate  for  use  on  Cities  Service’s 
system. 

On  August  29  and  September  1, 1979, 
the  Commission  issued  Opinion  Nos.  24 
and  24-A,  respectively,  in  which  the 
Commission  adopted,  among  other 
things,  the  Presiding  Judge’s 
determination  that  the  United  formula 
was  the  appropriate  method  of  cost 
classiHcation,  cost  allocation  and  rate 
design  on  the  Cities  Service  system. 


'The  Comuiission  did  not  oppose  the  remand  of 
the  "United  vs.  Seaboard"  issue. 

*  Consolidated  Gae  Supply  Corp.  v.  F.E.R.C.,  520 
F.2d  1176  ID.C  Cir.  1976). 


In  arriving  at  its  decision  ’  to  apply  the 
Uh/fed formula  to  the  Cities  Service  gas 
system,  the  Commission,  among  other 
things,  found  that  Cities  Service  had 
unused  capacity  because  of  supply 
shortages,  particularly  upstream  from 
the  storage  facilities  on  which  it  was 
relying  to  meet  peak  day  requirements. 
Citing  the  decision  in  Texas  Gas,* 
subsequently  vacated  and  remanded  by 
the  United  States  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit  (D.C.  Circuit)  in  Columbia,  ®  the 
Commission  held  that  because  of 
declining  supplies  on  Cities  Service’s 
system,  cost  classification  and  cost 
allocation  should  emphasize  reductions 
in  annual  usage.  The  Commission  held 
the  reduced  annual  usage  to  be 
controlling  even  though,  unlike  United, 
Cities  did  not  suffer  peak  day 
curtailment.  The  Commission  ruled, 
moreover,  citing  Natural  Gas  ®  that  rate 
design  should  give,  "consideration  to  the 
volumes  of  gas  a  pipeline  has  available 
to  sell  rather  than  the  physical  capacity 
of  a  pipeline.’’  ’  It  then  stated  that  this 
approach  was  wholly  consistent  with 
the  statement  in  United*  that  the  large 
unused  pipeline  capacity  resulting  from 
the  extreme  gas  shortage  supports 
reduction  in  the  demand  component  and 
movement  away  from  a  marked  peak 
differential. 

Following  the  Commission's  decision. 
Cities  Service  petitioned  the  Court  for 
review  of  the  Commission’s  disposition 
of  two  of  the  reserved  issues:  (1)  the 
proper  method  of  cost  classification  and 
allocation  of  costs  on  Cities  Service 
system;  and  (2)  the  appropriateness  of 
rate  base  treatment  of  unrecovered 
purchased  gas  costs. 

Following  a  series  of  pleadings,  the 
Court  on  August  28, 1979  established  a 
procedural  schedule  for  the 
"unrecovered  purchase  gas  cost  in  rate 
base’’  issue.  As  for  the  cost 
classification  and  allocation  issue,  the 
Court  stated  that,  “[tjhe  motion  to 
remand  is  granted  and  is  remanded  for 
the  receipt  of  additional  evidence  and 
reconsideration  in  view  of  the  opinion  in 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation,  et  al  V.  F.E.R.C.  *  *  *.’’® 


*  Opinion  No.  24  at  9, 16. 

*  Opinion  No.  792,  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 
Docket  No.  RP75-19. 

‘  Columbia  Gas  Tranemiesion  Corp.  v.  F.E.R.C. 

No.  77-1627  et  al.  (D.C.  Or.  1979) 

*  Opinion  Nos.  782  and  782-A,  Natural  Gas 
Pipeline  Co.  of  Amerioa,  Docket  No.  RP78-110. 

'  Opinion  No.  24  at  11. 

'520F.2d  at  1186. 

'Apparently,  Cities  Service  does  not  contest  that 
portion  of  Opinion  24  and  24-A  which  required  use 
of  the  United  rate  design  method  to  distribute  the 
jurisdictional  cost  of  service  among  Cities' 
jurisdictioDal  ouskmiers.  Accordingly  as  noted  in 

Footnotes  coniinued  on  next  page 
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II.  Issues  To  Be  Considered  on  Remand 

Consistent  with  our  action  today  with 
respect  to  complying  with  the  Court’s 
remand  of  Opinion  Nos.  792  and  792-A. 
in  Docket  No.  RP75-19  “  we  shall 
remand  the  record  in  this  proceeding  to 
an  Administrative  Law  Judge  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  full  evidentiay 
record  on  all  issues  related  to  methods 
to  be  used  for  cost  classification  and 
cost  allocation  for  Cities  Service.  Issues 
to  be  developed  on  remand  with 
appropriate  supporting  exhibits  and 
testimony  are  set  forth  below  in  the 
context  of  a  discussion  of  the  Columbia 
Opinion  of  District  of  Columbia  Court  of 
Appeals. 

First,  the  Court  indicated  that  it  did 
not  find  su^icient  evidence  or 
justification  to  support  the 
Commission’s  basic  rationale  for  the 
switch  from  the  Seaboard  \o  the  United 
method  of  cost  classification  and  cost 
allocation,  i.e.,  the  existence  of 
substantial  unanticipated  unutilized 
capacity  on  the  annual  basis  even 
though  the  level  of  peak  day  deliveries 
remained  undiminished.  In  addition,  the 
Court' was  not  persuaded  that  the  facts 
of  the  Cansolidated  case,  where  the 
Court  upheld  use  of  the  United  method, 
were  analagous  to  the  circumstances 
present  on  the  Texas  Gas  system  since 
there  was  substantial  curtailment  of 
peak  day  deliveries  in  Cansolidated  on 
the  United  system  but  not  a  substantial 
reduction  peak  day  deliveries  on  the 
Texas  Gas  system  based  upon  the 
record  developed  in  that  case.  In  sum, 
the  Court  rules  that  the  Commission 
must  make  a  more  specific  economic 
analysis  from  the  record  evidence  in  the 
proceeding  before  it  could  support  a 
change  in  methodology. 

Secondly,  the  Court  was  concerned 
that  the  shift  from  Seaboard  to  United 
might  unfairly  discriminate  against  high 
volume  purchasers  which  were  able  to 
purchase  gas  at  a  high  load  factor 
because  of  their  substantial  investment 
in  storage  facilities.  More  particularly, 
the  Court  was  concerned  that  those 
purchasers,  under  the  United  method, 
would  no  longer  enjoy  the  level  of 
benefits  in  the  form  of  lower  average 
unit  costs  of  purchased  gas  that  they 
would  have  under  the  Seaboard  method. 

Therefore,  on  remand,  all  parties  and 
the  Commission  Staff  should  develop  a 
record  to  show  whether,  in  light  of  the 
Court’s  concerns,  and  in  light  of  a  re- 


Footnotes  continued  from  last  page 
the  body  of  this  order,  the  remanded  proceeding 
shall  be  confined  to  a  determination  of  the 
appropriate  cost  classification  and  cost  allocation 
method  for  use  on  Cities'  system. 

'**The  Commission  is  today  also  remanding  for 
futher  evidentiary  hearings  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-19. 


evaluation  of  the  operations  on  the 
Cities  Service  system,  the  United 
method  of  cost  classification  and  cost 
allocation  should  be  used  or  whether 
another  method  should  be  used. 

The  Commission  Orders: 

(A)  The  proceedings  in  this  docket  are 
reopened  and  further  hearings  shall  be 
held  to  permit  all  parties,  including  the 
Commission  Staff,  to  present  evidence 
as  indicated  in  the  body  of  this  order 
and  such  further  evidence  as  they  deem 
necessary  and  appropriate  to  meet  the 
issues  in  this  proceeding  in  light  of  the 
D.C.  Circuit’s  opinion  in  Columbia  Gas, 
et  al. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  (18  CFR  3.5(d]),  shall  convene  a 
prehearing  conference  in  this  proceeding 
to  establish  further  procedures  in  this 
case.  The  conference  shall  be  held 
within  45  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  order  in  a  hearing  or  conference 
room  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is 
authorized  to  establish  such  further 
procedural  dates  as  may  be  necessary, 
and  to  rule  upon  all  motions  (except 
motions  to  consolidate,  sever,  or 
dismiss),  as  provided  for  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14201  Filed  S-7-00;  S:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-6S-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-359] 

Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric 
Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

May  2. 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Columbus  and 
Southern  Ohio  Electric  Company  on 
April  28, 1980  tendered  for  filing. 
Modification  No.  2  to  the  Operating 
Agreement  dated  April  1, 1977  between 
Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric 
Company  and  The  Cincinnati  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  designated  Columbus 
and  Southern  Ohio  Electric  Company 
Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  26. 

Section  1  of  Modification  No.  2 
provides  for  an  increase  in  the  demand 
charge  for  Short  Term  Power  from  $0.70 
to  $0.85  per  kilowatt  per  week  and  from 
$0.12  to  $0,145  per  kilowatt  per  day  for 
periods  less  than  one  week. 

Applicant  states  that  there  were  no 
Short  Term  sales  by  The  Cincinnati  Gas 
and  Electric  Company  to  Columbus  and 


Southern  Ohio  Electric  Company  during 
the  12  month  period  ending  December, 
1979.  There  were  Short  Term  sales  by 
Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric 
Company  to  The  Cincinnati  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  which,  under  the 
proposed  rate  schedule,  would  have 
resulted  in  increased  revenue  to 
Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric 
Company  in  the  amount  of  $3,125.00. 
Applicant’s  supporting  documents  which 
were  filed  with  this  modification 
indicate  that  the  proposed  increased 
rates  reflect  an  increase  in  costs 
associated  with  supplying  energy. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
The  Cincinnati  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  and  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  Ohio. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
825  N.  Capitol  Street,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.10). 

All  such  petitions  or  protest  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  May  23, 1980.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  musVfile  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  application  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14202  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-H 


[Docket  No.  TA80-2-44  (PGA80-2)] 

Commercial  Pipeline  Co.,  Inc.;  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Rate  Increase  Subject  to 
Conditions 

Issued:  May  1, 1960. 

On  April  1, 1980,  Commercial  Pipeline 
Company  (Commercial)  tendered  for 
filing  a  revised  tariff  sheet,  32nd  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3A  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff. 

First  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  Commercial 
requests  an  effective  date  of  April  23, 
1980,  for  its  proposed  64.18<:  per  Mcf  rate 
increase  in  order  to  track  the  rate 
adjustments  of  its  supplier.  Cities 
Service  Gas  Company,  which  will  occur 
on  that  date. 

Public  notice  of  the  filing  was  issued 
on  April  14, 1980. 

Based  upon  a  review*of  Commercial’s 
filing,  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  tariff  sheet  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable,  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  otherwise  unlaw^I. 
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Accordingly,  the  Commission  shall 
accept  Commmercial's  filing  and 
suspend  the  effectiveness  such  that  it 
shall  become  effective  on  April  23, 1980. 
subject  to  refund  and  subject  to  the 
conditions  described  below. 

Commercial  has  not  yet  filed  tariff 
provisions  to  implement  the  incremental 
pricing  provision  of  Title  II  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA), 
as  required  by  Order  Nos.  49  and  49-A; 
nor  has  it  filed,  in  the  alternative,  a 
request  under  Section  502(c]  of  the 
NGPA  for  an  exemption  from 
incremental  pricing,  accompanied  by  a 
request  for  interim  relief  filed  pursuant 
to  Section  1.41(m)  of  the  Regulations.  As 
a  result,  the  Commission's  acceptance  of 
this  rate  increase  is  conditioned  on 
Commercial’s  filing  within  15  days 
either  (1)  tariff  provisions  to  implement 
incremental  pricing,  or  (2)  a  request  for 
exemption  under  Seciton  502(cj.  Should 
the  aforementioned  condition  not  be 
satisffed  within  the  time  specified. 
Commercial’s  filing  shall  be  deemed 
rejected. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
good  cause  has  been  shown  for  waiver 
of  the  30  day  notice  requirement  of 
Section  154.22  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Subject  to  the  condition  in 
Paragraph  (B)  below,  Commerical’s 
proposed  revised  tariff  sheet,  32nd 
Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  to  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  is 
accepted  for  filing  and  suspended  to 
become  effective  on  April  23, 1980, 
subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Within  15  days  of  the  date  of  this 
order  Commercial  shall  file  tariff 
provisions  implementing  incremental 
pricing,  pursuant  to  Orders  Nos.  49  and 
49-A,  or  a  request  for  an  exemption, 
pursuant  to  Section  502(c)  of  the  NGPA. 
The  tariff  filing  accepted  in  Paragraph 
(A)  above  shall  be  subject  to  the 
Commission’s  final  determination  as  to 
Commercial’s  incremental  pricing 
provisions.  Should  the  aforementioned 
condition  not  be  satisfied  within  the 
time  period  specified.  Commercial’s 
filing  shall  be  deemed  rejected. 

(C)  Waiver  of  §  154.22  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  is  granted. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doe.  80-14208  Filed  ^-7-80;  Mt  am] 

BHJJNfi  CODE  6450-SS-M 


[Docket  No.  QF80-4] 

Consolidated  Water  Power  Co.; 
Application  for  Commission 
Certification  of  Qualifying  Status  of  a 
Small  Power  Production  Faciiity 

May  2, 1980. 

On  April  28, 1980,  Consolidated  Water 
Power  Company  (Consolidated)  filed 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  an  application  for 
certification  of  five  of  its  hydroelectric 
plants  as  qualifying  small  power 
production  facilities  pursuant  to 
§  292.207  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Consolidated,  which  is  located  in 
Wisconsin  Rapids,  Wisconsin,  states 
that  the  facilities  ’  are  all  located  on  the 
Wisconsin  River  but  are  not  within  one 
mile  of  each  other,  and  do  not  use  the 
same  impoundment.  The  company 
further  states  that  all  facilities  are  “run- 
of-the-river"  plants  and  the  only  energy 
source  is  water.  The  total  installed 
capacity  of  these  plants  is  20.82  MW. 
Consolidated  further  states  that 
Consolidated  Water  Power  Company  is 
a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
Consolidated  Papers,  Inc.,  whose 
primary  business  is  the  manufacture  of 
pulp,  paper  and  paper  products. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
objecting  to  the  granting  of  qualifying 
status  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure.  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  9, 1980  and  must  be  served 
on  the  applicant.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14204  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


’Tke  feoillties  for  which  Consolidated  is  seeking 
certtfioation  are:  Du  Bay,  located  in  Knowlton, 
Wissonsin;  Stevens  Point,  located  in  Stevens  Point 
Wistxnein;  Wisconsin  River,  located  in  Whiting, 
WtsooReiR;  Biron,  located  in  Biron,  Wisconsin;  and 
WisGoesBi  Rapids,  located  in  Wisconsin  Rapids. 
Wisconsin. 


[Docket  No.  ES80-50] 

Consumers  Power  Co.;  Notice  of 
Application 

May  1, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  Consumers  Power 
Company  (Consumers)  on  April  24, 1980, 
filed  an  application  for  authorization  to 
enter  into  a  Nuclear  Fuel  Leasing 
Arrangement,  with  Mid-Michigan 
Energy  Company,  (MMEC)  a  Michigan 
corporation,  organized  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  reserving  and  holding  title  to 
nuclear  fuel,  leasing  the  fuel  to 
Applicant  and  making  loans  to  the 
Applicant  to  be  evidenced  by 
Promissory  Notes  maturing  in  less  than 
12  months. 

The  purpose  of  the  nuclear  fuel 
leasing  arrangement  is  to  finance  the 
acquisition  of  nuclear  fuel  assemblies  at 
favorable  rates.  Mid-Michigan  Energy 
Company  will  make  payments  to 
suppliers  of  nuclear  fuel,  reimburse 
Applicant  for  payments  made  by  the 
Applicant  for  nuclear  fuel,  provided  that 
the  payments  by  MMEC  do  not  exceed 
$140,000,000  outstanding  in  aggregate  at 
any  one  time. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  or  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure.  All 
suck  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  May  14, 1980.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14205  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-3531 

Consumers  Power  Co.;  Proposed 
Tariff  Change 

May  2, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Consumers  Power 
Company  (“Consumers  Power”)  on  April 
28, 1980  tendered  for  filing  a  letter 
agreement  increasing  the  capacity 
reservation  for  Edison  Sault  Electric 
Company  (“Edison  Sault”)  from  43  MW 
to  50  MW,  effective  April  22, 1980. 

Edison  Sault  is  a  wholesale  for  resale 
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customer  being  served  on  Consumers 
Power’s  Electric  Service  Tariff  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  on  file  with  the 
FERC 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  letter  agreement  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE,  Washington,  DC  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §  §  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  by 
or  before  May  23, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  said  letter  agreement  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  e»-14206  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BU-UfOG  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  CP80-337] 

Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.; 
Application 

May  1, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1960, 
Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Company 
(Applicant],  P.O.  Box  615,  Dover, 
Delaware  19901,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP80-337  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  157.7(c)  of  the  Regulations  thereunder 
(18  CFR  157.7(c)),  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction,  for  a  12- 
month  period  commencing  with  the  date 
of  this  order,  and  operation  of  facilities 
to  make  miscellaneous  rearrangements 
on  its  system,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  augment  Applicant’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  making  miscellaneous 
rearrangements  which  would  not  result 
in  any  material  change  in  the 
transportation  and  sales  service 
presently  rendered  by  Applicant 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  ten  taps  may  exceed 
$100,000  which  cost  would  be  paid  for 
by  jurisdictional  customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  May  23, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 


Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1,8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided  for, 
unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14207  Filed  5-7-80;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  RP80-84] 

Eastern  Shore  Natural  Gas  Co.  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Certain  Tariff  Sheets,  and  Waiving 
Certain  Filing  Requirements 

Issued  May  1, 1980. 

On  April  1, 1980,  Eastern  Shore 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Eastern  Shore) 
filed  proposed  changes  in  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1.  ‘  Eastern 
Shore  states  that  the  proposed  rate 
changes  amount  to  an  annual  revenue 
increase  of  $204,037  compared  to  rates 
currently  in  effect  and  proposes  that 
these  new  rates  become  effective  on 


'  Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5,  Fifteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  6,  Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  10, 
Fifteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  11,  Fifteenth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  12,  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  246,  and  First 
Revised  Sheet  No.  247. 


June  1, 1980.  Eastern  Shore  made  the 
instant  filing  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
154.38(d)(4](vi](a),  which  requires  that 
natural  gas  companies  file  a  tariff  sheet 
restating  rates  to  establish  a  new  base 
tariff  rate  upon  the  expiration  of  36- 
months  from  the  effective  date  of  its  last 
restated  base  tariff  rate.  For  Eastern 
Shore  this  date  is  June  1. 1980. 
Additionally,  Eastern  Shore  is  filing 
under  18  CFR  154.63  to  recover  a 
claimed  jurisdictional  revenue 
deficiency  of  $206,529. 

Eastern  Shore’s  filing  is  based  on 
actual  experience  for  the  12  month 
period  ending  December  31, 1979.  This 
base  period  does  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR 
154.38(d)(4)(vi](a]  which  would  require 
data  for  twelve  months  ending  no  earlier 
than  January  31, 1980.  Eastern  Shore  has 
requested  a  waiver  of  that  provision  of 
§  154.38  stating  that  the  data  already 
submitted  consists  of  audited  book 
figures  for  the  12  month  period  ended 
December  31, 1979  and  updating  the 
data  to  bring  this  filing  into  strict  accord 
with  our  regulations  would  involve 
additional  expenditures  of  company 
resources  and  which,  because  of  Eastern 
Shore’s  small  size,  would  not  result  in 
any  significant  change  in  the  cost  figures 
presented  in  the  filing. 

Eastern  Shore  also  stated  that  the 
filed  increase  is  only  slightly  in  excess 
of  the  amount  defined  as  a  minor 
increase  in  18  CFR  154.63(a)(3),  and 
requested  that  the  Conunission  waive 
the  provisions  of  its  regulations  to  the 
extent  necessary,  to  accept  this  filing  on 
the  basis  of  Statements  L,  M,  and  N.  In 
support  of  this  request,  it  was  stated 
that  preparation  of  the  detailed  studies 
required  by  Statements  A  through  M  of 
§  154.63(f)  of  the  Regulations  would 
necessitate  use  of  other  than  company 
personnel  and  an  expenditure  of  funds 
which  would  increase  the  cost  to  its 
customers  and  their  consumers  without 
materially  aiding  in  the  analysis  and 
review  of  this  filing.  Eastern  Shore  has 
agreed  to  furnish  as  promptly  as 
possible  any  appropriate  basic  data 
required  by  the  Commission  or  its  Staff. 

I^blic  notice  of  this  filing  was  issued 
April  18, 1980  providing  for  protests  or 
petitions  to  intervene  to  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  25, 1980. 

Based  upon  a  review  of  Eastern 
Shore's  filing,  the  Commission  finds  that 
the  proposed  tariffs  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable,  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  shall 
accept  Eastern  Shore’s  tariff  sheets  for 
filing,  suspend  the  filing,  and  grant 
waiver  of  the  notice  requirements  such 
that  the  filing  may  become  effective  June 
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1, 1980  subject  to  refund.  Additionally, 
we  shall  grant  waiver  of 
§§  154.38{d)(4)(viKo)  and  154.63(a)(3)  as 
requested  by  Eastern  Shore. 

The  Commission  Orders: 

(A)  Eastern  Shore’s  Fifteenth  Revised 
Sheets  Nos.  5,  6, 10, 11  and  12  and  First 
Revised  Sheet  Nos.  246  and  247  to  its 
FERC  Gas  Tariff  Original  Volume  are 
accepted  for  filing,  and  suspended  such 
that  they  shall  become  effective  June  1, 
1980,  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particulary  sections  4, 
5, 8,  and  15  thereof  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  a 
public  hearing  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  increased  rates 
proposed  by  Eastern  Shore. 

(C)  The  waivers  of  §  154.38(d)(4)(vi)(o) 
and  154.63(a)(3)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  are  granted  as  requested  by 
Eastern  Shore. 

(D)  Staff  shall  serve  top  sheets  on  or 
before  August  4, 1980. 

(E)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
fudge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law.  judge  for  that 
purpose  shall  convene  a  settlement 
conference  in  this  proceeding  to  be  held 
within  10  days  after  service  to  Staffs 
top  sheets  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge  is  authorized 
to  establish  such  further  procedural 
dates  as  may  be  necessary  and  to  rule 
on  all  motions,  except  motions  to  sever, 
consolidate,  or  dismiss,  as  provided  for 
in  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  aO-14208  Filed  S-7-S0:  8:45  am) 

BiLLMIG  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-3521 

The  Empire  District  Electric  Co.; 
Canceliation 

May  2, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  The  Empire  District 
Electric  Company  on  April  25, 1980 
tendered  for  filing  a  Notice  of 
Cancellation  of  Service  Schedule  K 
dated  July  1, 1977,  Supplement  to  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  No.  69  between  The 
Empire  District  Electric  Company  and 
ihe  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 
EDE  indicates  that  this  cancellation  is  to 
be  effective  as  of  May  31, 1980. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  23, 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application  are 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

pH  Doc.  80-14209  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  C450-85-M 


[Dockets  Nos.  CS72-965,  et  al.) 

Exeter  Exploration  Co.  (Succ.  to 
Exeter  Drilling  &  Exploration  Co.); 
Applications  for  “SmaH  Producer” 
Certificates  ’ 

April  30, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 
Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the 
Regulations  thereunder  for  a  “small 
producer”  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
applications  which  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person 
desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any 
protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  May  9, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestents  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 


‘This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consblidation 
for  hearing  of  the  several  matters  covered  herein. 


Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will 
be  held  without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  on  aU  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  Where  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  in  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  bearing. 

Kenneth  F.  PbvBib, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 

De4e  Ned 

Applicant 

CS72-9e5. 

*3/10/80 

EboeKr  Ei^toratlon  Company  (Succ. 
to  EMter  Drilling  and  Exploration 
Company):  P.O.  Box  17349, 
Oen^,  Colorado  80217. 

CS80-118 

4/15/88 

EquHabte  Life  Assurance  Society  of 
the  United  Stales.  P.O.  Box  1644, 
Tulytown,  Pa.  19007. 

CS80-119 

4/14/88 

Lear  Petroleum  Exploration,  Inc., 

950  One  Energy  Square,  4925 
GieenvMe  /Ivenue,  OaHas,  Texas 
76200. 

CS80-120. 

4/15/8C 

G.  HoweN  HIghL  Box  3698,  Midland, 
Texas  79702. 

CS80-121. 

4/10/80 

Ends  Exploration,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
36448,  Houstoa  Texas  77036. 

CS80-122. 

4/17/80 

Anne  a  UtUe.  5000  Marble  ME.  S- 
217,  Atouquerque,  New  Mexico 
87110. 

CS80-123. 

4/15/80 

CALPETCO  V,  601  Montgomery, 

Suite  1106,  San  Frartcisco,  ciaKI 
94111. 

CS80-124. 

4/21/80 

Future  Resources,  Ltd..  3524  N.W. 

50  Suite  160,  Oklahoma  City, 

OMa  73112. 

CS80-125. 

4/23/80 

The  RrsI  National  Bank  of  Midland, 
Texas,  Trustee  for  Trust  Acet  No. 
797  and  796,  P.O.  Box  270, 
MMtand,  Texas  79702. 

CS80-126. 

4/22/80 

United  Gathering,  Inc.,  333  West 

Loop  North,  #304,  Houston, 

Texas  77024. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14234  Plied  8-7-80;  8i45  an) 
BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-II 


[Docket  No.  RP80-82] 

Granite  State  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.; 
Order  Accepting  for  Rling  Revised 
Tariff  Sheet  Subject  to  Refund  and 
Establishing  informal  Procedures 

Issued:  May  1, 1980. 

On  April  1, 1980,  Granite  State  Gas 
Transmission,  Inc.  (Granite)  filed  a 
revised  tariff  sheet  ’  restating  its  base 


'  Twenty-Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A  to  FERC 
Gas  Tariff.  Original  Volime  Na  1. 
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tariff  rates  pursuant  to  §  154.38(d){4)(vi) 
of  the  Commission's  Regulations.*  Under 
this  regulation  companies  such  as 
Granite,  which  elect  to  recover  changes 
in  purchased  gas  costs  through  a  PGA 
clause,  are  required  to  restate  base  rates 
every  36  months.  The  proposed  tariff 
reflects  a  reduced  Base  Rate  Demand 
Charge  because  of  a  reduced  demand 
charge  to  Granite  from  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company,  Inc.  under  Rate 
Schedule  G-6.  Granite  proposes  an 
effective  date  of  April  1, 1980,  and 
agrees,  as  required  by  the  regulation, 
that  the  proposed  rate  will  be  subject  to 
refund  as  of  that  date. 

Public  notice  of  Granite’s  filing  was 
issued  on  April  7, 1980,  providing  for  the 
filing  of  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 
by  April  25, 1980. 

Based  upon  a  review  of  this  filing  and 
the  study  supporting  the  restated  base 
rates,  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
base  rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  Accrodingly,  we 
shall  accept  the  tariff  sheet  for  filing 
effective  April  1, 1980,  subject  to  refund. 
In  view  of  the  size  of  this  company  and 
the  somewhat  limited  amounts  involved 
in  this  preceding,  we  shall  direct  that  an 
informal  settlement  conference  be  held 
in  order  to  resolve  any  issues  arising 
from  the  filing. 

The  Commission  Orders:  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  4,  5,  7,  8.  and  15 
thereof,  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  particularly  Section  154.38, 
a  public  hearing  may  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  Granite’s  proposed 
tariff  sheet  and  rates. 

(B)  Granite’s  Twenty-Eighth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3-A  to  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1  is  accepted  for 
filing  to  become  effective  April  1, 1980, 
subject  to  refund. 

(C)  Waiver  of  the  regulations  is 
granted  to  allow  the  proposed  sheet  to 
become  effective  subject  to  refund  on 
April  1, 1980. 

(D)  In  lieu  of  establishing  formal 
procedures  or  assigning  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff  is  directed  to  convene 
a  settlement  conference  on  May  29, 

1980,  or  such  other  date  as  may  be 
mutually  agreeable,  for  the  purpose  of 
resolving  any  issues  arising  out  of 
Granite’s  filing. 


*  Granite's  most  recent  rate  change  application 
under  Section  4(e]  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  was  made 
in  Docket  No.  RP75-107  with  settlement  rates 
effective  April  1, 1977. 


By  the  Commission. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14210  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-4I 


[Docket  No.  RP60-1] 

Hampshire  Gas  Co.;  Order  Granting 
Motion  To  Collect  Settlement  Rates  in 
Lieu  of  Filed  Rates 

Issued;  May  2, 1980. 

The  Hampshire  Gas  Company 
(Hampshire)  filed  a  motion  on  March  28, 
1980,  to  collect  settlement  rates  in  lieu  of 
its  currently  filed  tariff  rates  pending 
Commission  action  on  the  settlement 
agreement  also  Hied  on  March  28. 

The  Company’s  filed  rates  have  been 
in  effect  since  April  1, 1980,  subject  to' 
refund.'  They  are  designed  to  increase 
the  company’s  revenues  by  $133,027  and 
increase  the  overall  rate  of  return  from 
8.66%  to  10.60%.  Under  the  settlement,, 
the  parties  agree  that  the  cost  of  service 
tariff  will  remain  in  effect.  However,  the 
overall  rate  of  return  will  be  9.75%  and 
the  settlement  rate  will  reflect  the  46% 
Federal  corporate  income  tax  rate, 
subject  to  adjustment  in  the  event  of 
change  in  the  Federal  tax  rate.*  The 
company  desires  to  collect  the 
settlement  rates  as  of  April  1, 1980,  to 
avoid  placing  the  higher  rates  into  effect 
and  then  having  to  make  refunds  upon 
acceptance  of  the  settlement. 

In  view  of  these  facts  and  the  lack  of 
opposition  to  Hampshire’s  request,  we 
find  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  grant 
the  motion.  The  customer  will  benefit  by 
being  charged  the  lower  rates  while  the 
Commission  considers  the  settlement, 
regardless  of  the  final  result  in  this  case. 
Accordingly,  we  Bnd  good  cause  has 
been  shown  to  authorize  the  company  to 
collect  a  rate  different  from  that  in  its 
filed  rate  schedule.  The  settlement  rates 
will  be  collected  subject  to  refund 
pending  a  final  order  of  the  Commission 
on  the  proposed  settlement  agreement.® 

If  Hampshire  has  collected  the  originally 
filed  rates  for  any  period  since  April  1, 
1980,  it  shall  immediately  refund  the 
difference  to  its  customers  with  interest 


'  The  company  filed  revised  rate  schedules  on 
October  1. 1979.  By  order  issued  October  31, 1979, 
the  Commission  accepted  for  filing  and  suspended 
the  new  rates  until  April  1, 1960. 

*  Except  for  the  agreed  increase  in  the  rate  of 
return,  the  parties  also  agree  that  there  shall  be  no 
change  in  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
Commission's  March  21, 1979,  order  in  Docket  No. 
RP75-97  (Hampshire's  last  rate  case). 

*  Southwestern  Public  Service  Company,  Docket 
No.  ER79-274,  issued  January  18, 1980;  The  Montana 
Power  Company,  Docket  No.  ER78-515,  issued  May 
17, 1979:  lUinois  Power  Company,  Docket  No.  ER77- 
531.  issued  July  25, 1978. 


calculated  pursuant  to  Order  No.  47.*  In 
the  event  the  settlement  is  not  accepted, 
the  company  will  be  permitted  to  collect 
only  prospectively  either  the  higher  filed 
rates  or  such  other  rates  as  the 
Commission  may  determine  at  that  time 
to  be  just  and  reasonable. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Hampshire  Gas  Company’s  motion 
is  granted. 

(B)  Good  cause  having  been 
shown,  the  company  is  authorized 
pursuant  to  §  154,21  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to  collect,  subject  to  refund, 
the  settlement  rates  reflected  in  the 
motion  from  April  1, 1980,  until  the 
Commission  acts  on  the  settlement. 

(C)  If  the  Commission  ultimately 
rejects  the  settlement,  the  company  will 
be  permitted  to  collect,  only 
prospectively  from  the  date  the 
Commission  order  rejecting  the 
settlement  becomes  final,  either  the 
higher  filed  rates  or  such  other  rates  as 
the  Commission  may  determine  at  that 
time  to  be  just  and  reasonable. 

(DJ  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14211  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Docket  No.  ER80-356] 

Idaho  Power  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

May  1, 1980 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  28, 1980,  the 
Idaho  Power  Company  tendered  for 
filing  in  compliance  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission’s  Order 
of  October  7, 1978,  a  summary  of  sales 
made  under  the  Company’s  1st  Revised 
FERC  Electric  Tariff,  Volume  No.  1 
(Supersedes  Original  Volume  No.  1) 
during  March,  1980,  along  with  cost 
justification  for  the  rate  charged. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  protest 
with  the  Ferderal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §  1,8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1,10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  23, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 


*  See  Interstate  Power  Company,  Docket  No. 
ER79-566,  issued  April  14, 1980. 
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Copie?  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14212  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-354] 

Iowa  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Notice  of 
Fiiing 

May  2, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following; 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Power  and 
Light  Company  (Iowa  Power),  on  April 
28, 1980  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  Iowa  Power  and  Light 
Company  FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  45, 
which  sets  forth  rates  for  wholesale 
electric  service  to  the  Indianola 
Waterworks  and  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Plant  Trustees  (City). 

Proposed  Supplement  No.  19  to  Rate 
Schedule  No.  45  provides  for  a  change  in 
the  floor  price  for  emergency  and  power 
as  well  as  a  chnage  in  billing  due  dates 
and  interest  charges  on  late  payment 
thereof.  This  change  is  needed  for 
compliance  with  the  rates  shown  in  the 
Mid-Continent  Area  Power  Pool 
Agreement. 

Iowa  Power  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  its  prior  notice 
requirements  and  accept  Proposed 
Supplement  No.  19  for  filing  with  a 
retroactive  effective  date  of  February  25, 
1980.  Iowa  Power  states  that  copies  of 
the  filing  have  been  served  upon  the 
City  aiid  Iowa  State  Commerce 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  F^rocedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  23, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wihsing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

pH  Doc.  80-14213  PUed  5-7-80;  am] 

BiLUNG  CODE  e430-S5-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-357] 

Kansas  City  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Notice 
of  Filing 

May  2, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  28, 1980, 
Kansas  City  Power  &  Light  Company 
(KCPL)  tendered  for  filing  Service 
Schedule  E-MPA-2  for  Transmission 
Service  under  the  Municipal 
Participation  Agreement  between  KCPL 
and  the  Board  of  Public  Utilities  of 
Kansas  City,  Kansas  (BPU).  This 
Schedule  E-MPA-2  supersedes  and 
replaces  Schedule  E-MPA-1, 
Supplement  No.  12  to  KCPL’s  Rate 
Schedule  FERC  No.  54. 

KCPL  states  that  the  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  change  the  references  to 
Kansas  Gas  &  Electric  Company  (KG&E) 
in  the  present  Schedule  to  The  Empire 
District  Electric  Company  (EDE) 
because  there  is  now  a  direct 
interconnection  between  KCPL  and  EDE 
imder  the  Electric  Interchange 
Agreement  dated  December  17, 1979, 
KCPL’s  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  88. 
KCPL  requests  an  effective  date  of  June 
1, 1980  for  this  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  23, 

1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  80-14214  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  GP80-93] 

State  of  Louisiana,  et  al.;  Preliminary 
Finding 

Issued:  May  1, 1080. 

State  of  Louisiana,  Section  103  NGPA 
Determination,  Conoco,  Inc.,  T.  Ortego  A 
SU,  L.  L  Welch  A  No.  17  Well, 

Louisiana  Docket  NGPA  #79-3006, 
F.E.R.C.  JD  No.  80-10659. 

On  December  28, 1979,  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  Department  of  Natural 


Resources,  Office  of  Conservation 
(Louisiana)  submitted  to  the 
Commission  a  notice  of  determinaton 
that  the  T.  Ortego  A  SU,  L  L  Welch  A 
No.  17  well,  operated  by  Conoco,  Inc.,  is 
a  new,  onshore  production  well 
pursuant  to  section  103  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L.  No.  95- 
621.  The  Commission  published  a  notice 
of  Louisiana’s  determination  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  22, 1980. 

To  qualify  as  a  new,  onshore 
production  well  under  section  103  of  the 
NGPA,  a  well,  among  other 
requirements,  generally  must  not  be  a 
second  well  located  within  an  existing 
proration  unit.  However,  imder  §  271.305 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations,  a  well 
may  be  a  second  well  in  an  existing 
"State  law  proration  unit’’  and  still 
qualify  as  a  new,  onshore  production 
well,  if  the  jurisdictional  agency  finds, 
based  on  appropriate  geological  and 
engineering  data,  that  “the  well  is 
necessary  to  effectively  and  efficiently 
drain  a  portion  of  the  reservoir  covered 
by  the  proration  unit  which  cannot  be 
effectively  and  efficiently  drained  by 
any  existing  well  within  the  proration 
unit.’’  State  law  proration  unit  is  defined 
in  §  271.305(a)(2)  as  “a  proration  unit, 
drilling  unit  or  similar  unit  expressly 
designated  in  accordance  with  State  law 
or  Federal  law  (other  than  the  NGPA).’’ 

Upon  review  of  Louisiana’s  notice,  it 
was  determined  that  the  well  appeared 
to  be  a  second  well  in  a  State  law 
proration  unit  and  that  the  effective  and 
efficient  finding  had  not  been  made  by 
Louisiana.  Pursuant  to  §  275.202(b),  the 
45-day  Commission  review  period  was 
tolled  and  Louisiana  was  required  to 
furnish  information  sufficient  to 
ascertain  the  basis  for  its  determination. 
Louisiana  responded  by  forwarding  two 
letters  by  Conoco  which  purported  to 
demonstrate  that  the  well  is  not  subject 
to  the  special  rule  of  §  271.305  for  wells 
drilled  in  existing  proration  units. 

The  subject  well  is  a  second  well 
within  a  so-called  reservoir-wide  unit 
established  by  Louisiana  Order  No.  127- 
R  (issued  October  31, 1968).  Under  that 
order,  the  Ortego  “A”  sand  reservoir  is 
operated  as  a  single  unit — any  number 
of  wells  can  be  drilled  within  the  unit, 
and  the  wells  are  not  subjected  to 
Louisiana’s  well-spacing  requirements 
under  Order  No.  29-E  (issued  July  15, 
1967),  which  would  otherwise  be 
applicable.  Under  Order  No.  29-E,  wells 
drilled  in  search  oil,  like  the  subject 
well,  must  be  spaced  at  least  900  feet 
from  all  other  oil  wells  producing  in  the 
same  reservoir.  The  subject  well  is 
within  900  feet  of  another  oil  well. 

In  the  final  order  issued  in  Docket  No. 
GP79-5,  the  Commission  found  that  the 
Order  No.  29-E  spacing  requirement,  in 
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effect,  creates  a  proration  unit  as 
defined  in  section  2(8)  of  the  NGPA, 
because  this  well-spacing  requirement 
generally  represents  a  judgment  by 
Louisiana  that  the  circular  areas  with 
radii  of  900  feet  for  oil  wells  (or  2000  for 
gas  wells)  are  effectively  and  efficiently 
drained  by  a  single  well.  Thus,  if 
Louisiana  permits  a  second  well  to  be 
drilled  within  such  an  area,  the  second 
well  may  qualify  as  a  new,  onshore 
production  well  only  if  Louisiana  makes 
the  effective  and  efficient  drainage 
finding  luider  §  271.305.  See  “Final 
Order  on  Well  Category  Determination” 
issued  September  7, 1979,  in  Docket  No. 
GP79-5,  Laterre  Co.,  Inc. 

Where  a  jurisdictional  agency,  prior  to 
the  drilling  of  a  new  well,  redesignates  a 
proration  unit  on  the  basis  that  the  new 
unit  can  be  effectively  and  efficiently 
drained  by  a  single  well,  the  effective 
and  efficient  drainage  finding  is  not 
required  under  §  271.305  with  respect  to 
the  new  well.  See  Commission  Order 
No.  43-A,  Docket  No.  RM79-72,  issued 
November  16, 1979,  mimeo.,  p.  12. 

Because  the  number  of  wells  drilled  in 
a  reservoir-wide  unit  is  not  limited  by 
any  spacing  requirement,  it  appears  that 
in  creating  the  subject  reservoir  wide 
unit,  Louisiana  did  not  redesignate  the 
proration  unit  established  by  Order  No. 
29-E  on  the  basis  that  the  reservoir-wide 
unit  can  be  drained  effectively  and 
efficiently  by  a  single,  new  well.  Thus, 
for  the  purposes  of  section  103,  the 
Commission  will  still  require  the 
effective  and  efficient  finding  under 
§  271.305  for  a  new  well  drilled  within 
the  proration  unit  established  by  Order 
No.  29-E  where  the  state  has  redefined 
the  boundaries  of  the  unit  to  create  a 
reservoir-wide  unit. 

Since  the  subject  well  is  within  900 
feet  of  another  oil  well  and  the  requisite 
effective  and  efficient  drainage  finding 
was  not  made  by  Louisiana,  it  appears 
that  Louisiana’s  determination  is  not 
based  on  substantial  evidence  in  the 
record. 

The  Commission  preliminary  finds: 
Pursuant  to  §  275.202(e)  of  our 
regulations,  the  Commission 
preliminarily  finds  that  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  Department  of  Natural 
Resources.  Office  of  Conservation 
determination,  that  the  T.  Ortego  A  SU, 

L.  L.  Welch  A  No,  17  well  qualifies  as  a 
new,  onshore  production  well  under 
section  103  of  the  NGPA,  is  not 
supported  by  substantial  evidence  in  the 
record. 


By  direction  of  the  Commission. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14216  Filed  S-7-80;  B;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-SS-M 


[Docket  No.  TA80-2-47.  (PGA80-2)] 

McCulloch,  Interstate  Gas  Corp.;  Order 
Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Proposed  Tariff  Sheets  Subject  to 
Refund  and  Subject  to  Conditions 

Issued:  April  30, 1980. 

On  March  14, 1980,  McCulloch 
Interstate  Gas  Corporation  (McCulloch) 
filed  a  revised  tariff  sheet  *  reflecting 
increased  purchased  gas  costs,  a 
surcharge  adjustment  increase,  and  a 
carrying  charge  increase.  The  proposed 
effective  date  is  May  1, 1980. 

The  filing  provides  for  a  rate  increase 
of  21.80  cents  per  MMBtu  to  reflect  (1) 
an  increase  of  16.29  cents  per  MMBtu 
($278,207)  in  the  cost  of  purchased  gas 
for  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
(CIG),  (2)  a  5.16  cents  per  MMBtu 
increase  in  the  surcharge  (from  15.75 
cents  to  20,91  cents)  to  recover  the 
$167,299  balance  in  its  deferred 
purchased  gas  cost  account  and  (3)  a 
0.35  cents  per  MMBtu  carrying  charge 
increase  (from  0.61  cents  to  0.96  cents) 
on  the  unrecovered  balance  in  the 
deferred  account. 

*  Public  notice  of  the  filing  was  issued 
April  11, 1980,  providing  for  protests  or 
petitions  to  intervene  to  be  filed  on  or 
before  April  25, 1980.  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  Company  has  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding, 
and,  having  demonstrated  an  interest  in 
this  proceeding  which  warrants  their 
participation,  shall  be  granted 
intervention. 

Based  upon  a  review  of  McCulloch’s 
filing,  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
proposed  tariff  sheet  has  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasonable,  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  otherwise  unlawful. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  shall 
accept  McCulloch’s  filing  and  suspend 
its  effectiveness  such  that  it  shall 
become  effective  May  1, 1980,  subject  to 
refund  and  subject  to  the  conditions 
described  below. 

McCulloch’s  filing  tracks  Mountain 
Fuel  Gas  Supply  Company’s  (Mountain 
Fuel)  rate  increase  for  gas  supplied  to 
CIG,  and,  subsequently,  to  McCulloch 
under  CIG’s  Rate  Schedule  X-61. 
Mountain  Fuel’s  increase,  however,  was 
suspended  by  the  Commission  and 
became  effective  April  1, 1980,  subject  to 
refund  and  subject  to  Mountain  Fuel’s 


‘  Nineteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  32  to  FPC  Gas 
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filing  within  15  days  either  tariff 
provisions  to  implement  incremental 
pricing  or  a  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978  (NGPA)  Section  502(c)  exemption 
request.  Accordingly,  McCulloch’s 
instant  filing  is  conditioned  on  its 
refiling  rates  reflecting  the  proper 
supplier  rates  resulting  from  Mountain 
Fuel’s  subsequent  filing. 

McCulloch’s  filing  also  includes 
increases  pursuant  to  area  rate  clauses 
in  its  contracts  with  certain  producers. 
The  Commission’s  acceptance  of  this 
filing  shall  not  constitute  a 
determination  that  any  or  all  of  the  area 
rate  clauses  permit  NGPA  prices.  That 
determination  shall  be  made  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures 
prescribed  in  Order  No.  23,  as  amended 
by  subsequent  orders  in  Docket  No, 
RM79-22.  Should  it  be  ultimately 
determined  that  a  producer  is  not 
entitled  to  an  NGPA  price  under  an  area 
rate  clause,  the  refunds  made  by  the 
producer  to  the  pipeline  shall  be  flowed 
through  to  ratepayers  in  accordance 
with  the  procedures  prescribed  in  the 
pipeline’s  PGA  clause. 

Finally,  McCulloch  has  not  filed  tariff 
provisions  to  implement  incremental 
pricing  provisions  of  Title  II  of  the 
NGPA,  as  required  by  Order  Nos.  49  and 
49-A;  nor  has  it  filed,  in  the  alternative, 
a  Section  502(c)  request  for  exemption 
from  incremental  pricing  accompanied 
by  a  request  for  interim  relief  filed 
pursuant  to  Section  1.41(m)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  Accordingly, 
the  Commission’s  acceptance  of  this 
increase  is  further  conditioned  upon 
McCulloch’s  filing  within  15  days  either 
tariff  provisions  to  implement 
incremental  pricing  or  a  Section  502(c) 
request  for  exemption.  Should 
McCulloch  not  comply  with  the 
aforementioned  condition  within  the 
time  specified,  the  filing  shall  be  deemed 
rejected. 

The  Commission  Orders:  (A) 
McCulloch  Interstate  Gas  Corporation’s 
proposed  Nineteenth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
32  to  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1,  filed  March  14, 1980,  is  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  such  that  the 
filing  shall  become  effective  May  1, 

1980,  subject  to  refund,  and  subject  to 
the  conditions  enumerated  in  the  body 
of  this  order  and  the  ordering 
paragraphs  below. 

(B)  McCulloch  shall  file  within  15  days 
of  the  issuance  of  this  order  either  tariff 
provisions  to  implement  incremental 
pricing  or  a  Section  502(c)  request  for 
exemption  therefrom,  accompanied  by  a 
request  for  interim  relief  filed  pursuant 
to  Section  1.41(m)  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations.  Should  McCulloch  not 
comply  with  this  condition  within  the 
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time  specified,  the  filing  shall  be  deemed 
rejected. 

(C)  McCulloch  shall  within  30  days  of 
the  issuance  of  this  order,  refile  rates  to 
be  effective  May  1, 1980,  reflecting  the 
proper  supplier  rates  under  CIG’s  Rate 
Schedule  X-61. 

(D)  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
shall  be  permitted  to  intervene  subject 
to  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations;  Provided,  however,  that  the 
participation  of  the  intervenor  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  specifically  set  forth 
in  the  petition  to  intervene:  and 
Provided,  further,  that  the  admission  of 
such  intervenor  shall  be  construed  as 
recognition  that  it  might  be  aggrieved  by 
any  order  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  80-14217  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  COOe  64SO-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP80-85] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.; 
Amendment  to  Proposed  Refund  Plan 

April  30. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  18, 1980 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(“National  Fuel”)  tendered  for  filing  an 
amendment  to  its  proposed  refund  plan, 
filed  on  April  1, 1980,  under  §  282.506  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  to  flow 
through  refunds  received  from  its 
suppliers  which  are  applicable  to 
periods  prior  to  January  1, 1980. 

National  Fuel  states  that  since  April  1, 
1980  it  has  received  an  additional  refund 
of  approximately  $1,000,000  for  periods 
prior  to  January  1, 1980  and  it  requests 
that  the  refimd  plan  filed  on  April  1, 

1980  be  amended  to  include  the  flow¬ 
through  of  this  amount.  National  Fuel 
further  states  that  it  has  been  informed 
by  its  suppliers  that  additional  refunds 
for  periods  prior  to  January  1, 1980  will 
be  made  between  now  and  May  31. 

1980,  the  termination  date  for  National 
Fuel’s  adjustment  to  Account  No,  191 
under  the  Purchased  Gas  Adjustment 
Clause  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff.  National 
Fuel  requests  that  its  refund  plan  be 
further  amended  to  include  the  flow¬ 
through  of  these  amounts. 

National  Fuel  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
State  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8 


and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  9, 1980. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene:  provided,  however,  that  any 
person  who  has  previously  filed  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
is  not  required  to  file  a  further  petition. 
Copies  of  the  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14219  FUed  5-7-80;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  COOE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RM79-3] 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978; 

Receipt  of  Report  of  Determination 
Process 

May  1, 1980 

Pursuant  to  section  18  CFR  274.105  of 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  Regulations,  a 
jurisdictional  agency  may  file  a  report 
with  the  Commission  describing  the 
method  by  which  such  agency  will  make 
certain  determinations  in  accordance 
with  sections  102, 103, 107,  and  108  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978. 

Reports  in  conformance  with  18  CFR 
274.105  have  been  received  by  the 
Commission  from  the  following 
jurisdictional  agencies: 

Agency  Date 


Alabama  State  Oil  and  Gas  Board.. _  Nov.  30.  1978. 

State  of  Alaska.  Oil  and  Gas  Consen/ation  Dec.  11. 1978. 
Commission. 

State  of  Arizona.  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation  Dec.  14. 1978. 
Commission. 

Arkansas  Oil  and  Gas  Commission  . . .  Feb.  12. 1979. 

State  of  California  Department  of  Conser-  Dec.  4. 1978. 

vation  Division  of  Oil  and  Gas. 

State  of  Colorado  Department  of  Natural  Dec.  5. 1978. 
Resources. 


(Supplemental  Report) . . . .  Apr.  4.  1979. 

(Revised  Supplernental  Report) _  Apr.  18. 1979. 


State  of  Florida  Department  of  Natural  Re-  Jcui.  3. 1979. 
sources. 

State  of  Illinois  Department  of  Mines  and  Jan.  5. 1979. 

Minerals.  Oil  and  Gas  Division. 

State  of  Indiana  DepartmeiM  of  Natural  Re-  Dec.  26. 1978. 
sources. 

(Supplemental  Report) .  Mar.  28.  1979. 

Kansas  Stats  .Corporation  Commission  Nov.  30.  1978. 
Conservation  Division. 

Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  Department  of  Feb.  5.  1979. 
Mines  arvl  Minerals.  Division  of  Oil  and 
Gas  Conservation. 

State  of  Louisiana  Department  of  Conser-  Nov.  29. 1978. 
vation. 

State  of  Michigan.  Department  of  Natural  Dec.  1, 1978. 
Resources.  Geological  Survey  Division. 

(Supplemental  Report) .  Mar.  7, 1979. 

State  Oil  and  Gas  Board  of  Mississippi _  Nov.  30. 1978. 

State  of  Montana  Department  of  Natural  Jan.  29. 1979. 
Resources  and  Conservatioa 

State  of  Nebraska  Oil  and  Gas  Conserva-  Dec.  15. 1978. 
tion  (krmmission 


Agency  Date 


State  of  New  Mexico  Energy  and  Minerals  Nov.  29. 1978. 

Department  Oil  (>xrservation  Divisioa 
New  York  State  Department  of  Envirorv  Feb.  23. 1979. 
merdal  Conservatioa 

(Supplemental  Report) . .  May  2.  1979l 

State  of  North  Dakota  Geological  Survey  Jaa  4, 1979. 
State  of  Ohio  Department  of  Natural  Re-  Dec.  6. 1978. 

sources  Division  of  Oil  and  Gat. 

State  of  Oklahoma  Corporalion  Commie-  Mar.  29. 1979. 
Sion. 

State  of  Oregon  Depatment  of  Geology  Oct  23. 1979. 
and  Mineral  Industries. 

Osage  Agency,  Osage  County,  Oklahoma,  Apr.  2, 1979. 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 

State  of  Pennsylvania  Departmental  of  En-  Dec.  26,  1978. 
vironmental  Resources,  Division  of  01 
and  Gas. 


State  of  Tennessee  Oil  and  Gas  Board _  Dec.  19. 1978. 

Railroad  Commission  of  Texas... _ .... _ Nov.  30,  1978. 

(Supplemental  Report) _ _ _  May  22.  1979. 

Unil^  States  Department  of  Energy  _ _  Mar.  28,  t980. 

United  States  Department  of  Interior,  Geo-  Jaa  19,  1979. 
logical  Survey. 

(Supplemental  Report) . . .  July  18, 1979. 

(Supplemental  Rejxirt) . . .  Feb.  25, 1980. 


State  of  Utah,  Department  of  Natural  Re-  Jan.  30. 1979. 

sources.  Division  of  OH,  Gas,  and  Mining. 

Commonwealth  of  Virginia  Departmerrt  of  Dec.  4, 1978. 
Labor  and  Industry  Division  of  Mines  and 
Quarries. 

West  Virginia  Department  of  Mines,  04  and  Nov.  30, 1978. 
Gas  Division. 

State  of  Wyoming  Office  of  04  and  Gas  Dec.  4, 1978. 
Ckinservation  Commission. 


Copies  of  these  reports  are  available 
for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information,  Room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14218  Filed  5-7-80;  8;45ani] 

BILUNG  COOE  6450-85-M 


[TA  80-1-26) 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  of  America; 
Change  in  Rates  in  Compliance  With 
Commission  Order 

April  30, 1980.  ~ 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1980, 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural)  submitted  for  filing  as 
part  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Third 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  Second 
Substitute  Fortieth  Revised  SKeet  No.  5, 
to  be  effective  March  1, 1980. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  revise 
Natural’s  Tariff  Adjustment  to  comply 
with  the  Commission’s  order  issued 
April  18, 1980,  which  denied  Natural’s 
March  19  request  for  reconsideration 
and  required  Natural  to  reflect  the 
correct  supplier  rates  charged  by 
Warren  Petroleum  Corporation  under 
Rate  Schedule  57.  Natural  is  filing 
reduced  rates  to  be  effective  March  1, 
1980,  which  comply  with  the 
Commission’s  order.  The  reduction 
amounts  to  0.334  per  Mcf  in  the  DMQ-1 
and  G-1  commodity  rate. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  mailed 
to  Natural’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
to  interested  state  regulatory  agencies. 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  May  16, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  application  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14220  Filed  5-7-aft  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  GP80-5] 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America; 
Third-Party  Protests  ’ 

Issued  May  2, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  established  by  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(Commission)  in  Order  No.  23-B  and 
“Order  on  Rehearing  of  Order  No.  23- 
B,”  ®  the  Staff  of  the  Commission 
protested  on  March  14, 1980,  and  April 
14, 1980,  the  assertion  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  America 
(Natural)  and  certain  producers  that  the 
contracts  identified  in  Staffs  protest 
constitute  contractual  authority  for  the 
producers  to  charge  and  collect  any 
applicable  maximum  lawful  price  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA). 

Staff  stated  that  the  language  of  the 
following  contracts  does  not  constitute 
authority  for  the  producer  to  increase 
prices  to  the  extent  claimed  by  Natural 
in  its  evidentiary  submission: 

Protested  March  14, 1980 

Seller  and  Rate  Schedule  No.  or 
Contract  Date 

Chevron  USA,  Inc. — 88 
Integrity  Oil  &  Gas  Co. — 8-18-78 

'  The  term  "third-party  protest”  refers  to  a  protest 
filed  by  a  party  who  is  not  a  party  to  the  contract 
which  is  protested. 

*  “Order  Adopting  Final  Regulations  and 
Establishing  Protest  Procedure,”  Dodcet  No.  RM79- 
22,  issued  June  21, 1979. 

*  Docket  No.  RM79-22,  issued  August  S,  1979. 


Protested  April  14, 1980 

Seller  and  Contract  Date 
Inexco  Oil  Co. — 8-13-77 
Any  person,  other  than  the  pipeline 
and  the  seller,  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  response  with  respect  to  these 
protests  should  file  with  the 
Commission,  on  or  before  May  16, 1980, 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  18  CFR  1.8.  The  seller  need  not  file 
for  intervention  because  imder  18  CFR 
154.94(j)(4)(ii),  the  seller  in  the  first  sale 
is  automatically  joined  as  a  party. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14221  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-359] 

Otter  Tail  Power  Co.;  Filing 

May  2, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  28, 1980 
Otter  Tail  Power  Company  (Otter  Tail) 
tendered  for  filing  rate  schedules 
covering  scheduling  and  dispatching 
service  provided  to  Central  Power 
Electric  Cooperative  (Central).  An 
effective  date  of  March  20, 1980,  is 
requested  for  an  increase  estimated  at 
approximately  $5,700  annually  in  rates 
to  be  charged  Central  per  Supplement 
No.  3  to  Otter  Tail’s  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  171. 

Otter  Tail  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
allow  this  Schedule  to  become  effective 
on  March  20, 1980. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Section 
1.8  and  1.10.  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
May  23, 1980.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Phimb, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doo.  80-14222  Piled  5-7-80;  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64SO-65-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-360] 

Otter  Tail  Power  Co.;  Filing 

May  2, 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  28, 1980, 
Otter  Tail  Power  Company  (Otter  Tail) 
tendered  for  filing  rate  schedules 
covering  scheduling  and  dispatching 
service  provided  to  Cooperative  Power 
Association  (Association).  An  effective 
date  of  April  1, 1980,  is  requested  for  an 
increase,  estimated  at  approximately 
$9,000  per  year,  in  rates  to  be  charged 
the  Association  per  Supplement  No.  3  to 
Otter  Tail’s  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
No.  154. 

Otter  Tail  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
allow  this  schedule  to  become  effective 
on  April  1, 1980. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE„ 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8, 1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  May  23, 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14223  Filed  6-7-80;  8:46  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-355] 

Puget  Sound  Power  &  Light  Co.; 
Proposed  Tariff  Change 

May  2. 1980. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Puget  Sound  Power  & 
Light  Company  (Puget)  on  April  28, 1980, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FPC  Electric  Tariff  Original  Volume 
No.  3.  The  schedule  provides  that 
nonfirm  energy  will  be  sold  at  such 
times  and  in  such  anoounts  as  the 
Company,  in  its  sole  discretion 
determines.  Therefore,  estimates  of 
transactions  or  revenues  under  this 
schedule  would  not  be  applicable  and 
would  be  iiDpoesible  to  make. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


30485 


This  first  revision  in  the  tariff  has  an 
addition  under  "Rates"  which  will  allow 
Puget  to  re-sell  purchased  power. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  hling  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20246,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  t^e  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  hied  on  or  before  May  23. 
1980.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  8(M4224  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

B«U.mQ  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  Nos.  ER80-262,  ER80-160,  et  al.l 

Southern  Company  Services,  Inc.; 
Order  Accepting  for  Filing  Proposed 
Rates,  Granting  Waiver  of  Notice 
Requirements  and  Consolidating 
Proceedings. 

Issued:  May  2, 1980. 

On  March  3, 1980,  Southern  Company 
Services,  Inc.  (SCSI)  on  behalf  of 
Alabama  Power  Company,  Georgia 
Power  Company,  Gulf  Power  Company, 
and  Mississippi  Power  Company 
(operating  companies)  tendered  for  filing 
a  Service  Schedule  E  (Schedule  E) 
amending  the  Interchange  Contract 
between  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company  (FP&L)  and  the  operating 
companies.'  Schedule  E  provides  for  the 
long-term  sale  of  50  MW  of  coal-fired 
capacity  and  associated  energy  to  FT&L 
for  the  period  March  3, 1980  through 
December  31. 1986.  Capacity  and 
associated  energy  will  be  sold  at  an 
energy  charge  equal  to  the  operating 
companies’  out-of-pocket  costs  and  a 
capacity  charge  computed  in  accordance 
with  a  formulary  rate  which  allows  for  a 
periodic  recalculation  of  capacity 
charges.  The  capacity  charges  under  the 
formulary  rate  for  the  1980  calendar 
year  are  $3.993/kw/month  (January 


'The  Interchange  Contract  dated  October  19, 
1979,  provides  for  the  coordination  and 
interconnected  operation  of  both  systems  and  for 
the  exchange  of  emergency  assistance,  short-term 
power  and  economy  energy.  The  operating 
companies  and  SCSI  are  subsidiaries  of  the 
Southern  Company  and  are  all  parties  to  the 
Interchange  Contract  and  Schedule  E.  See  Appendix 
A  for  rate  schedule  designations. 


through  May  1980)  and  $4.082/kw/ 
month  (June  1, 19M  through  December 
31, 1980). 

SCSI  requests  that  the  formulary  rates 
be  approved  to  allow  for  the  periodic 
recalculation  of  the  capacity  charges 
without  the  necessity  for  additional 
filings.  SCSI  also  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  so 
that  service  under  Schedule  E  may 
commence  as  of  March  3, 1980. 
According  to  SCSI,  the  long  term  power 
sale  under  Schedule  E  will  allow  FP&L 
to  utilize  its  generation  and  transmission 
facilities  more  efficiently  and  become 
less  dependent  upon  higher  cost  oil-fired 
generation. 

Notice  of  this  filing  was  issued  on 
March  6, 1980  with  comments,  protests, 
petitions  to  intervene  due  by  March  28, 
1980.  No  responses  were  filed. 

Discussion 

Schedule  E  was  filed  as  an  initial  rate 
pursuant  to  Section  35.12  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  However,  we 
need  not  reach  the  question  of  whether 
the  rate  is  an  initial  one  because  we 
shall  accept  without  suspension  the 
proposed  rates  for  1980,  as  calculated 
under  the  formula.’  We  shall  grant 
waiver  of  the  Commission’s  notice 
requirements  to  allow  service  under  the 
Schedule  E  to  commence  as  of  March  3, 
1980. 

We  shall  set  the  proposed  rate 
formula  for  investigation  pursuant  to 
Section  206  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
Any  subsequent  revision  to  the  capacity 
charges  in  accordance  with  the  formula 
in  the  Schedule  E  shall  be  treated  as  a 
change  in  rates  pending  the  outcome  of 
the  investigation.  We  shall  require  SCSI 
to  file  the  rates  as  changed  pursuant  to 
the  formula  60  days  before  their 
proposed  effective  dates.  However,  we 
shall  waive  the  full  filing  requirements 
of  Section  35.13  of  the  regulations  on 
condition  that  such  revised  charges  shall 
be  collected  subject  to  refund  pending 
the  outcome  of  the  hearing  ordered. 

We  believe  a  hearing,  concerning  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the 
formula  for  determining  rate  levels  in 
the  future,  is  appropriate.  Since  the 
same  formulary  rate  has  been  recently 
set  for  investigation  and  hearing,  we 
shall  consolidate  this  proceeding  with 
the  SCSI  rate  proceedings  in  Docket 
Nos.  ER80-58,  ER80-65.  ER80-160  and 
ER80-243.* 


•See  Southern  Company  Services,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  ER80-243,  order  issued  April  23, 1980. 

•See  orders  issued  in  Southern  Compony 
Services,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  ER80-58  (February  12, 
1980);  Southern  Company  Services,  Inc.,  Docket  No. 
ER80-65  (March  7, 1980);  Southern  Company 
Services,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  ER8Q-160,  et  al.  (February 
29, 1980);  and  Southern  Company  Services,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  ER80-243  (April  23. 1980). 


The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Upon  a  showing  of  good  cause,  we 
hereby  grant  waiver  of  the  60  day  notice 
requirements  set  out  in  Section  35.3a  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations. 

(B)  Schedule  E  to  the  Interchange 
contract  between  SCSI  and  FP&L  is 
accepted  for  filing,  to  become  effective 
as  of  March  3, 1980.  SCSI’s  rate  formula 
is  hereby  set  for  investigation. 

(C)  This  proceeding  is  hereby 
consolidated  with  Docket  Nos.  ER80-58, 
ER8(>-65.  ER80-160.  and  ER80-243  for 
purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 

(D)  We  hereby  grant  waiver  of  our 
Section  35.13  filing  requirements  for 
future  rate  changes  made  in  accordance 
with  the  formula  filed  herein  on  the 
condition  that  SCSI  agrees  to  collect  any 
increases  in  the  rates  under  the  formula 
subject  to  refund  pending  the  outcome  of 
this  proceeding.  SCSI  shall  file  these 
rate  changes  with  the  Commission  60 
days  before  their  proposed  effective 
dates. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  promptly 
publish  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A — Rate  Schedule 
Designations;  Docket  No.  ER80-262 

Other  Party:  Florida  Power  &  Light 
Company. 

Southern  Company  Services,  Inc.; 
Description 

(1)  Supplement  No.  6  to  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  47 — Service  Schedule  E 
Long  Term  Power  Sale 

(2)  Supplement  No.  1  to  Supplement  No. 

6  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  47 — 
Manual  E 

(3)  Supplement  No.  2  to  Supplement  No. 

6  to  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  47 — 
Information  Schedule  E 1980  Calendar 
Year  Charges 

Alabama  Power  Company;  Description 

(4)  Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  141  (Concurs  in  (1)-(3J 
above) — Certificate  of  Concurrence 

Georgia  Power  Company:  Description 

(5)  Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  799  (Concurs  in  (l)-(3) 
above) — Certificate  of  Concurrence 

Gulf  Power  Company:  Description 

(6)  Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  64  (Concurs  in  (l)-(3) 
above) — Certificate  of  Concmrence 
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Mississippi  Power  Company; 
Description 

(7)  Supplement  No.  1  to  Rate  Schedule 
FERC  No.  122  (Concurs  in  (1H3) 
above) — Certificate  of  Concurrence 

[FR  Doc.  80-14225  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am) 

WLLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  EF80-30411 

Southeastern  Power  Administration; 
Filing 

May  2, 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  25, 1980,  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Resource 
Applications  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (Assistant  Secretary)  notified  the 
Commission  that  the  Assistant 
Secretary  by  Rate  Order  No.  SEPA-7 
has  confirmed  and  approved  on  an 
interim  basis  effective  July  1, 1980,  an 
extension  of  Rate  Schedules  KP-lB,  KP- 
2-B  and  JHK-l-B  for  power  from 
Southeastern  Power  Administration’s 
(SEPA)  Kerr-Philpott  Projects.  The 
approval  extends  until  September  30, 
1981. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  February  18, 1976,  in 
Docket  No.  E-7002,  confirmed  and 
approved  the  rates  through  June  30, 

1980. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  indicates  that 
SEPA  is  in  the  process  of  developing  a 
new  written  power  marketing  policy  for 
the  Kerr-Philpott  Projects  to  be  followed 
by  negotiations  to  develop  contracts 
consistent  with  the  new  policy  to 
l  eplace  expiring  contracts.  A  complete 
rate  approval  presentation  with 
repayment  and  other  supporting 
documents  will  be  presented  to  the 
Commission  in  support  of  rates 
.applicable  to  the  renegotiated  power 
contracts. 

As  a  supplement  to  the  data 
supporting  existing  rate  schedules 
contained  in  FPC  Docket  No.  E-7002, 
there  is  enclosed  a  tabulation  for  Fiscal 
Years  1975  through  1979  (5V4  years) 
showing  that  electic  operating  expenses 
were  considerably  less  than  estimated 
with  the  net  result  that  the  remaining 
unpaid  investment  allocated  to  power  at 
the  end  of  Fiscal  Year  1979  was 
approximately  $1,400,000  less  than 
previously  estimated.  Furthermore, 
electric  operating  expenses  for  Fiscal 
years  1980  and  1981  are  projected  to 
essentially  equal  O&M  estimates  used 
for  the  1975-79  period.  Therefore, 
according  to  the  Assistant  Secretary, 
existing  rates  will  continue  to  produce 
revenues  during  the  interim  extension 
period  adequate  to  repay  costs 
associated  with  the  production  and 


transmission  of  power  produced  at  the 
projects. 

Confirmation  and  approval  of  the 
extension  of  existing  rates  on  a  final 
basis  is  requested  pursuant  to  authority 
granted  the  Commission  by  Delegation 
Order  No.  0204-33,  for  a  period  ending 
September  30, 1981, 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  application  for  Commission 
confirmation  and  approval  on  a  final 
basis  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10),  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  2, 1980. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Dee.  80-14226  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-e5-M 


[Docket  No.  GP80-20] 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.;  Third- 
Party  Protests  ’ 

Issued  May  2. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  established  by  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(Conunission)  in  Order  No.  23-B,®  and 
“Order  on  Rehearing  of  Order  No,  23- 
B,’’  ®  the  Staff  of  the  Commission 
protested  on  April  14, 1980,  the  assertion 
by  the  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 
(Tennessee)  and  certain  producers  that 
the  contracts  identified  in  Staffs  protest 
constitute  contractual  authority  for  the 
producers  to  charge  and  collect  any 
applicable  maximum  lawful  price  under 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978 
(NGPA). 

Staff  stated  that  the  language  of  the 
contracts  listed  in  Appendix  A  of  this 
notice  does  not  constitute  authority  for 
the  producer  to  increase  prices  to  the 
extent  claimed  by  Tennessee  in  its 
evidentiary  submission. 


*  The  term  “third-party  protest”  refers  to  a  protest 
filed  by  a  party  who  is  not  a  party  to  the  contract 
which  is  protested. 

’"Order  Adopting  Final  Regulations  and 
Establishing  Protest  Procedure,”  Docket  No  RM7&- 
22,  issued  June  21, 1979. 

’Docket  No.  RM79-22.  issued  August  6, 1979. 


Take  further  notice  that  the 
Associated  Gas  Distributors  (AGD)  filed 
a  third-party  protest  on  April  15, 1980. 
AGD  protests  that  the  contracts  listed  in 
Appendix  B  do  not  constitute 
contractual  authority  for  the  producer  to 
increase  prices  to  the  applicable  NGPA 
maximum  lawful  price. 

Any  person,  other  than  the  pipeline 
and  the  seller,  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  respcmse  with  respect  to  these 
protests  should  file  with  the 
Commission,  on  or  before  May  16, 1980, 
a  petition  to  invervene  in  accordance 
with  18  CFR  1,8.  'The  seller  need  not  file 
for  intervention  because  under  18  CFR 
154.94{j)(4)(ii),  the  seller  in  the  first  sale 
is  automatically  joined  as  a  party. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

Seller  and  Rate  Scheduh  No.  or  Contract 
Date 

F.  William  Carr,  et  al. — 8-25-53 
Continental  Oil  Co. — 3 
Kerr-MoGee  Corp. — 57 
Phillips  Petrolemn  Co. — 390 
Texaco  Inc. — 373 
Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.— 4-38-55 
Getty  Oil  Co.— 107 
Peiinzoil  Prodocing  Co. — ^10-17-55 
Pennzoil  Prodocing  Co. — 10-17-55 
Pennzoil  Piodaeing  Co. — 7-27-79 

Appendix  B 

Seller  and  Rate  Schedule  No.  or  Contract 
Date 

Gulf  Oil  Corp. — 273 

Gulf  Oii  Corp.— 305 

Gulf  Oil  Corp. — 304 

Pennzoil  Producing  Co. — 10-17-55 

Pennzoil  Producing  Co. — 7-27-79 

Tenneco  Oil  Co. — 353 

Tenneco  Oil  Co. — 416 

First  City  National  Bank — 5-1-54 

First  City  National  Bank — ^5-1-79 

Alfred  C.  Glassell,  Jr. — 5-1-79 

Placid  Oil  Co. — 24 

Pelto  Oil  Co.— 11-8-77 

|FR  Doc.  80-14227  Filed  5-7-80: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  MSO-SS-M 


[Docket  No.  RP74-41] 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp.; 
Order  Remanding  Proceeding 

Issued  May  2, 1980. 

On  October  3, 1979,  in  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  v.  F.E.R.C., 
No.  79-1385,  et  al.,  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  granted  a  motion  to  remand  to 
the  Commission  its  orders  issued  in 
Opinion  Nos.  21  and  21-A  for  further 
consideration  of  the  Commission’s 
decision  on  the  method  of  cost 
classification,  cost  allocation  and  rate 
design  for  the  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation’s  (Texas 
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Eastern)  natural  gas  pipeline  system.* 
The  motion  to  remand  was  requested 
and  subsequently  granted  in  light  of  the 
May  17, 1979,  opinion  of  the  same  Court 
in  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation,  et  al.  v.  F.E.R.C..  No.  77- 

1627,  et  al.. - F.  2d - (1979)  (D.  C. 

Cir.  May  17, 1979),  wherein  the  Court 
remanded  to  the  Commission  FPC 
Opinion  Nos.  792  and  792-A,  in  Docket 
No.  RP75-19,  for  further  consideration  of 
a  similar  FPC  decision  regarding  the 
method  cost  classification,  cost 
allocation  and  rate  design  for  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation’s  pipeline 
system.  Therefore,  we  shall  remand  the 
record  in  this  proceeding  to  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  to  be 
designated  by  the  Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge,  for  a  re-examination  of  the 
issues  set  forth  further  below. 

I.  Background 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  Opinion  No. 

21,  the  cost  classification  method  used 
on  the  Texas  Eastern  system  was  the 
Seaboard  method  whereby  50  percent  of 
transmission  and  storage  fixed  costs, 
plus  all  “as  billed’’  demand  charges  paid 
by  the  pipeline,  are  classified  as  demand 
costs  while  the  remaining  50  percent  of 
transmission  and  storage  fixed  costs,  all 
production  costs  and  all  variable  costs 
are  classiHed  as  commodity  costs.  ^ 

The  Commission,  however, 
determined  in  Opinion  Nos.  21  and  21- 
A,  Docket  No.  RP74-41  (issued  August  9, 
1978  and  February  16, 1979, 
respectively),  that  the  United  method  of 
cost  classification  would  be  more 
appropriate  for  the  Texas  Gas  System.’ 
Simply  stated,  the  United  method 
provides  that  25  percent  of  the  fixed 
transmission  and  storage  costs,  plus  all 
“as  billed”  demand  charges  be  classified 
to  the  demand  component,  and  that  the 
remaining  fixed  costs  together  with  all 
production  and  variable  costs  be 
classiHed  to  commodity.  The 
Commission’s  decision  to  use  the  United 


'  The  Commission  did  not  oppose  the  motion  to 
remand  the  “United  vs.  Seaboard’  issued  filed  by 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation  and 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation. 

*  Atlantic  Seaboard  Corporation,  11  FPC  43  (1952); 
Northern  Natural  Cas  Company.  11  FPC  123  and  375 
(1952);  afrd  206  F.  2d  690,  cert,  denied  346  U.S.  992. 
This  method  provides  that  50%  of  fixed  storage  and 
transmission  (but  not  production)  costs  and  all  “as 
billed”  demand  costs  be  recovered  in  the  demand 
component  of  the  pipelines;8  two-part  rates  while 
the  remaining  50%  of  transmission  and  storage  fixed 
costs,  all  production  costs  (with  the  exception  of  “as 
billed"  demand  charges),  and  all  variable  costs  be 
recovered  through  the  commodity  component. 

*The  United  method  takes  its  name  from  the 
Commission’s  decision  in  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company,  Opinion  No.  671,  50  FPC  1348  (1973), 
rehearing  denied,  51  FPC  1014  (1974);  affd  sub  nom.. 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation,  et  al.  v. 
Federal  Power  Commission,  520  F.2d  1178  (D.  C. 

Cir.,  1975). 


method  was  based,  in  large  part,  on  the 
fact  that  Texas  Eastern  was  curtailing 
service  as  a  result  of  gas  supply 
shortages.  On  that  basis,  the 
Commission  concluded  that  since  gas 
supply  (rather  than  pipeline  capacity) 
was  the  major  consideration  in 
utilization  of  pipeline  systems,  it  was  no 
longer  appropriate  to  utilize  the 
Seaboard  methodology  which  allocates 
more  of  the  fixed  or  capacity  costs  to 
those  customers  taking  peak  day 
deliveries.  The  result  of  the  switch  to  the 
United  methodology  is  to  require  that 
those  customers  making  greater  annual 
utilization  of  the  system  bear  more  of 
the  nxed  costs. 

While  judicial  review  of  Opinion  Nos. 
21  and  21-A  was  pending  before  the 
United  States  Gourt  of  Appeal  for  the 
District  of  Columbia,*  that  Court  handed 
down  its  opinion  in  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  v.  F.E.R.C., 
supra,  remanding  Opinion  Nos.  792  and 
792-A  because  it  found,  among  other 
things  that  the  Commission  had  not 
provided  an  adequate  explanation  in 
those  orders  for  its  change  in  approach 
from  the  Seaboard  formula  to  the  United 
formula. 

(L  Issues  To  Be  Considered  on  Remand 

Consistent  with  our  action  today  with 
respect  to  complying  with  the  Court’s 
remand  of  Opinion  Nos,  792  and  792- 
A,’ we  shall  remand  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  to  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  full 
evidentiary  record  on  all  issues  related 
to  methods  to  be  used  for  cost 
classification,  cost  allocation  and  for 
rate  design  for  Texas  Eastern.  Issues  to 
be  developed  on  remand  with 
appropriate  supporting  exhibits  and 
testimony  are  set  forth  below  in  the 
context  of  a  discussion  of  the  Columbia 
Opinion  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
Court  of  Appeals.® 

A,  Cost  Classification  and  Allocation 

First,  the  court  indicated  that  it  did 
not  find  sufficient  evidence  or 
justification  to  support  the 
Commission’s  basic  rationale  for  the 
switch  from  the  Seaboard  to  the  United 
method  of  cost  classiHcation  and  cost 


*Two  petitions  for  review  were  filed  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  Circuit  by  Texas  Gas  and  by 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation  and 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation.  Columbia 
and  Consolidated  petitioned  for  review  of  the 
Commission’s  decision  to  use  the  f/n/ter/ formula  to 
classify  costs  for  allocation  purposes  and  to  design 
rates  for  Texas  Eastern. 

*  The  Commission  is  today  also  remanding  for 
further  evidentiary  hearings,  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-19  in  compliance  with  the 
Columbia  remand. 

*The  issue  of  zoning  methodology  adopted  by  this 
Commission  in  Opinion  No.  21-A  was  not  remanded 
and  is  still  pending  before  the  Court  for  resolution. 


allocation;  i.e.  the  existence  of 
substantial  unanticipated  imutilized 
capacity  on  an  annual  basis  even  though 
the  level  of  peak  day  deliveries 
remained  undiminished.  In  addition;  the 
Court  was  not  persuaded  that  the  facts 
of  the  Consolidated  case,  where  the  the 
Court  upheld  use  of  the  United  method, 
were  analogous  to  the  circumstances 
present  on  the  Texas  Gas  system  since 
there  was  substantial  curtailment  of 
peak  day  deliveries  in  Consolidated  on 
the  United  system  but  not  a  substantial 
reduction  in  peak  day  deliveries  on  the 
Texas  Gas  system  based  upon  the 
record  developed  in  that  case.’  In  sum. 
the  Court  ruled  that  the  Commission 
must  make  a  more  specific  economic 
analysis  from  the  record  evidence  in  the 
proceeding  before  it  could  direct  a 
change  in  methodology. 

Secondly,  the  Court  was  concerned 
that  the  shift  from  Seaboard  to  United 
might  unfairly  discriminate  against  high 
volume  purchasers  which  were  able  to 
purchase  gas  at  a  high  load  factor 
because  of  their  substantial  investment 
in  storage  facilities.  More  particularly, 
the  Court  was  concerned  that  those 
purchasers,  imder  the  United  method, 
would  no  longer  enjoy  the  level  of 
beneHts  in  the  form  of  lower  average 
unit  costs  of  piu-chased  gas  that  they 
would  have  under  the  Seaboard  method. 

Therefore,  on  remand,  all  parties  and 
the  Commission  Stafr  should  develop  a 
record  to  show  whether,  in  light  of  the 
Court’s  concerns,  and  in  light  of  a  re- 
evaluation  of  the  operations  on  the 
Texas  Eastern  system,  the  United 
method  of  cost  classification  and  cost 
allocation  should  be  used  or  whether 
another  method  should  be  used. 

B.  Rate  Design 

In  the  context  of  rate  design,  the  Court 
reiterated  its  concern  that  annual 
curtailment,  as  discussed  above,  was 
not  shown  in  Opinion  792  to  support  the 
shift  from  Seaboard  to  United. 
Furthermore,  the  Court  foimd  that  the 
Commission  opinions  did  not  give 
adequate  consideration  to  the  effects  of 
the  demand  charge  adjustment  clause, 
which  effectively  shifts  demand  charges 
to  the  commodity  component. 

Thirdly,  the  Court  was  not  persuaded 
that  there  was  sufficient  justiHcation  to 
support  the  Commission’s  findings  that 
use  of  the  United  rate  design  method 
would  narrow  the  gas  between  the 
ultimate  price  charged  for  natural  gas 


’  Similarly,  in  Opinion  Nos.  21  and  21-A,  the 
Commission  did  not  directly  confront  the  absence  of 
peak-day  curtailment,  but  instead  treated  as 
precedent  its  decision  in  the  Texas  Gas  case,  which 
precedential  value  is  removed  by  the  Court’s 
remand  of  that  case  in  Columbia. 
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for  industrial  use  and  the  price  of 
alternative  fuels. 

Therefore,  on  remand,  all  parties  and 
the  Commission  Staff,  should  develop  a 
record  to  show  whether  in  light  of  the 
Court’s  concerns,  and  in  light  of  a  re- 
evaluation  of  the  operations  on  the 
Texas  Eastern  system,  the  United 
method  of  rate  design  should  be  used,  or 
whether  another  method,  such  as  the 
Seaboard  meihod,  should  be  used. 
Parties  should  address  the  implications 
of  the  enactment  of  Title  II  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  on  the 
Commission’s  decision  to  prescribe  an 
appropriate  rate  design  for  Texas 
Eastern. 

The  Commission  Orders: 

(A)  The  proceedings  in  this  docket  are 
reopened  and  further  hearings  shall  be 
held  to  permit  all  parties,  including  the 
Commission  Staff,  to  present  evidence 
as  indicated  in  the  body  of  this  order 
and  such  further  evidence  as  they  deem 
necessary  and  appropriate  to  meet  the 
issues  in  the  proceeding  in  light  of  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals’  opinion 
in  Columbia  Gas.  et  al. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  (18  CFR  3.5(d)),  shall  convene  a 
prehearing  conference  in  this  proceeding 
to  establish  further  procedures  in  this 
case.  The  conference  shall  be  held 
within  45  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  order  in  a  hearing  or  conference 
room  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  The 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is 
authorized  to  establish  such  further 
procedural  dates  as  may  be  necessary, 
and  to  rule  upon  all  motions  (except 
motions  to  consolidate,  sever,  or 
dismiss),  as  provided  for  in  the  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  60-14228  Filed  6-7-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  RP75-19] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.  Order 
Remanding  Proceeding  in  Compliance 
With  Court  Mandate 

Issued  May  2, 1980. 

On  May  17, 1979,  in  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  v.  F.E.R.C., 
No.  77-1627,  et  ol.,^  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  remanded  to  the 
Commission  for  further  consideration 


’ - F.2d - (1979)  (D.C  Cir.  May  17, 1979). 


orders  issued  in  Opinion  Nos.  792  and 
792-A,*  which  set  rates  for  the  Texas 
Gas  Transmission  Corporation  (Texas 
Gas),  an  interstate  natural  gas 
transmission  company.  In  order  to 
comply  with  the  mandate  of  the  Court  of 
Appeals,  we  shall  herein  remand  the 
record  in  this  proceeding  to  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  a  re¬ 
examination  of  the  issues  set  forth 
further  below. 

Background 

On  September  30, 1979,  Texas  Gas 
filed,  pursuant  to  section  4  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (NGA),  15  U.S.C. 

§  717c,  for  a  general  rate  increase,  using 
the  Seaboard  formula  *  for  cost 
classiBcation  and  allocation,  and  the 
United  formula  *  for  rate  design.  By 
order  issued  October  30. 1974,  the 
Commission  accepted  for  filing  and 
suspended  Texas  Gas’  rate  filing  until 
April  1, 1975,  and  established  hearing 
procedures  to  determine  the  justness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
rates  and  charges.  Prior  to  the  hearing,  a 
settlement  agreement  resolved  most  of 
the  issues  raised  by  the  filing,  but 
several  issues  were  reserved  for  hearing 
before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge, 


*T1ie  orders  on  review  here  were  issued  by  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
Organization  Act,  Pub.  L  95-91,  91  Stat  565  (1977) 
and  Executive  Order  No.  12009.  42  FR  46287  (1977), 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  (FPC)  ceased  to 
exist  on  September  30. 1977.  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (FERC)  succeeded  to  the 
FPC’s  ratemaking  authority  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act  and  the  Natural  Gas  Act  on  October  1, 1977,  Id., 
§  402(a)(1)(B)  &  (C),  91  StaL  583  (1977)  (to  be 
codified  at  42  uiS.C.  7172(aKlKB)  Section 
705(a)  of  the  Act.  91  Stat.  606  (1977)  (to  be  codified 
at  42  U.S.C.  S  7295(a))  provides  that  ail  FPC  orders 
in  effect  on  October  1, 1977  “shall  continue  in  effect 
.  .  .  .”  Section  705(e)  of  the  Ad.  91  Stat  607  (1977) 
(to  be  codified  as  42  U.S.C.  7295(e))  provides  that 
FERC  shall  be  substituted  for  the  in  suits  as 
this,  which  were  pending  when  FERC  was  created. 
References  to  “the  Commission“  when  used  in  the 
context  of  an  action  taken  or  statement  made  before 
October  1, 1977,  refer  to  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  when  used  otherwise,  such  references 
refer  to  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 

^Atlantic  Seaboard  Corporation,  11  FPC  43  (1952); 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  11  FPC  123  and  375 
(19[52);  affd  206  F.2d  69a  cert  denied  3*6  U.S  992. 
This  method  provides  that  50%  of  fixed  storage  and 
transmission  (but  not  production)  costs  and  all  “as 
billed"  demand  costs  be  recovered  in  the  demand 
component  of  the  pipeline's  two-part  rates  will  the 
remaining  50%  of  transmission  and  storage  fixed 
costs,  all  production  costs  (with  the  exception  of  "as 
billed”  demand  costs),  and  all  variable  costs  be 
recovered  through  the  commodity  component 

*The  United  method  takes  its  name  for  the 
Commiseion's  decision  in  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company,  Opinion  No.  671;  50  FPC  1348  (1973), 
rehearing  denied,  51  FPC  1014  (1974);  affd  sub  nom.. 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation,  et  ah,  v. 
Federal  Power  Commission,  520  F.2d  1176  [D.C  Cir. 
1975).  Simply  stated,  M  provides  that  25%  of  the 
fixed  transmission  and  storage  costs  and  all  “as 
billed"  demand  costs  be  classified  to  the  demand 
eomponent  and  the  remaining  fixed  costs  together 
with  aU  variable  costs  be  classified  to  commodity. 


including  the  proper  methods  for  cost 
classification,  cost  allocation,  and  rate 
design. 

The  Presiding  Judge,  among  other 
things,  found  that  the  unmodified 
Seaboard  method  of  cost  classification, 
cost  allocation,  and  rate  design  was 
most  appropriate  for  use  in  Texas  Gas' 
system. 

On  April  11, 1977,  the  Commission 
issued  Opinion  No.  792  in  which  it 
reversed,  in  part,  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge  by  adopting  the  United 
method  of  cost  classification,  cost 
allocation  and  rate  design  in  lieu  of  the 
unmodified  5eoboanc/ method.  ‘The 
Commission  noted  that  the  most  critical 
factor  in  favor  of  using  the  United 
method  was  the  degree  of  curtailment 
on  the  Texas  Gas  system.  Although  the 
record  indicated  that  there  was  not 
severe  underutilization  of  the  system  on 
the  peak  day  (as  was  the  case  on  the 
United  system)  there  was  quite 
substantial  underutilization  of  Texas 
Gas’  system  on  an  annual  basis.  Thus, 
the  Commission  concluded  that  since 
the  limiting  factor  on  Texas  Gas'  system 
was  the  reduced  supply  of  natural  gas 
and  not  capacity,  it  was  therefore 
appropriate  to  shift  more  fixed  costs  to 
the  commodity  component  from  the 
demand  component  in  order  to  allocate 
cost  responsibility  more  closely  to 
customer  usage  of  the  pipeline’s 
facilities. 

In  response  to  the  argument  that  the 
United  formula  discriminates  against 
customers  who  have  constructed  storage 
facilities,  the  Commission  found  that 
although  the  “discount"  between  high 
and  low  load  factor  customers  was 
reduced,  the  high  load  factor  customers 
still  received  a  discount  under  the 
United  formula.  As  a  result,  a  claim  of 
discrimination  was  unwarranted.  The 
Commission  also  found  that  the  claim 
that  storage  was  built  as  the  only 
alternative  to  a  demand  for  increased 
capacity  was  unsupported  by  the  record. 
This  conclusion  was  based  on  the  fact 
that  witnesses  for  Columbia  and 
Consolidated  ‘admitted  that  storage 
would  be  deemed  desirable  under  any 
type  of  rate  design,  thus  indicating  that 
numerous  factors  play  a  role  in  a 
company’s  decision  to  construct  storage 
facilities.  Furthermore,  the  fact  that 
Texas  Gas  was  only  one  of  Columbia 
and  Consolidated’s  suppliers,  the 
Commission  found  it  hard  to  believe 
that  the  construction  of  storage  was  the 


‘The  Conmaesion  lid  not  dwtnrb  the  Judge's 
deosioM  on  zoite  bouBdasiae  and  certain  other 
minor  issces. 

‘Columbia  G«e  Ticaeniseion  Corporation  and 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation  are 
jurisdictional  oustomers  located  in  Texas  Gas'  rate 
zone  4. 
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only  alternative  to  a  demand  for 
increased  capacity  from  Texas  Gas. 

The  Commission  did  not  Hnd  it 
important  in  this  case  that  use  of  the 
United  formula  would  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  allocation  of 
costs  between  jurisdictional  and  non- 
jurisdictional  customers  as  was  the  case 
in  United.  It  was  sufficient,  in  the 
Commission’s  view,  that  adoption  of 
United  would  have  a  large  impact  on 
cost  allocation  and  that  this  allocation 
properly  reflected  the  operation  of  the 
company's  system. 

Finally,  the  Commission  found  that 
the  operation  of  Texas  Gas*  demand 
charge  adjustment  ^  was  consistent  with 
the  goal  of  shifting  more  costs  to  the 
commodity  component  and  that  it 
provided  no  basis  for  not  otherwise 
adopting  use  of  the  United  method. 

On  June  7, 1977.  the  Commission 
issued  Opinion  No.  792-A  which  denied 
rehearing  of  Opinion  No.  792.  Applicants 
for  rehearing  argued  that  the  United 
method  should  not  be  used  for  cost 
classification  and  allocation  purposes 
because  there  were  not  substantial  peak 
day  curtailment  on  the  Texas  Gas 
system. 

The  Commission  reaffirmed  its 
conclusion  that  the  general  effect  of  the 
use  of  the  United  method  is  to  reduce 
the  rate  differential  between  high  load 
factor  customers  and  low  load  factor 
customers  so  as  to  better  reflect 
customer  cost  responsibility  on  the 
Texas  Gas  system.  The  Commission 
maintained  that  such  conclusion  was 
based  upon  substantial  evidence 
showing,  inter  alia,  the  existence  of 
substantial  curtailments  and 
corresponding  unutilized  pipeline 
capacity  on  an  annual  basis.  The 
Commission  concluded  that  its  decision 
to  place  less  emphasis  on  the  peak 
function  and  more  on  the  annual 
function  (as  opposed  to  equal  emphasis 
on  each  function  under  Seaboard]  for 
distributing  fixed  transmission  costs 
among  jurisdictional  customers  was 
justified  based  upon  the  record  in  this 
proceeding. 

On  May  17. 1979,  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  vacated  Opinion  Nos. 
792  and  792-A  and  remanded  this  case 
to  the  Commission  for  further 
proceedings  because  it  found  that  the 
Commission  failed  to  provide  an 
adequate  explanation  for  its  change  in 


’Texas  Gas’  demand  charge  adjustment  operated 
to  decrease  the  demand  charge  to  those  customers 
experiencing  curtailment.  The  deficiency  thus 
created  is  recovered  by  temporary  surcharges  to  the 
commodity  component  of  everyone's  rate. 


approach  from  the  Seaboard  formula  to 
the  United meihoA.* 

II.  Issues  To  Be  Considered  on  Remand 

We  shall,  accordingly,  remand  the 
record  in  this  proceeding  to  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  full  evidentiary 
record  upon  all  issues  related  to  this 
proceeding.  Issues  to  be  considered  on 
remand  with  appropriate  supporting 
exhibits  and  testimony  are  set  forth 
below  in  the  context  of  a  discussion  of 
the  Opinion  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
Court  of  Appeals. 

First,  the  Court  indicated  that  it  did 
not  find  sufficient  evidence  or 
justification  to  support  the 
Commission’s  basic  rationale  for  the 
switch  from  the  Seaboard  to  the  United 
method  of  cost  classification  and  cost 
allocation;  i.e.  the  existence  of 
substantial  unanticipated  unutilized 
capacity  on  an  annual  basis  even  though 
the  level  of  peak  day  deliveries 
remained  undiminished.  In  addition,  the 
Court  was  not  persuaded  that  the  facts 
of  the  Consolidated  case,  where  the 
Court  upheld  use  of  the  United  method, 
were  analagous  to  the  circumstances 
present  on  the  Texas  Gas  system  since 
there  was  substantial  curtailment  of 
peak  day  deliveries  in  Consolidated  on 
the  United  system  but  not  a  substantial 
reduction  to  peak  day  deliveries  on  the 
Texas  Gas  system  based  upon  the 
record  developed  in  this  case.  In  sum, 
the  Court  found  that  the  Commission 
had  not  supported  the  shift  of  $3 
million  *  in  cost  responsibility  from  the 
jurisdictional  customers  in  Rate  Zones 
1,  2  and  3  (in  the  southern  part  of  the 
system)  to  the  jurisdictional  customers 
in  Rate  Zone  4  (at  the  northern  terminus 
of  the  system). 

Secondly,  the  Court  was  concerned 
that  the  shift  of  $3  million  to  Zone  4 
might  unfairly  discriminate  against  high 
volume  purchasers,  such  as 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation, 
which  were  able  to  purchase  gas  in  that 
zone  at  a  high  load  factor  because  of 
their  substantial  investment  in  storage 
facilities.  More  particularly,  the  Court 
was  concerned  that  those  purchasers, 
under  the  United  method,  would  no 
longer  enjoy  the  level  of  benefits  in  the 
form  of  lower  average  unit  costs  of 


*  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation,  v. 

F.E.R.C..  No.  77-1627,  et  aL. - F.2d - (1979), 

(D.C.  Cir.  May  17. 1979). 

’This  was  the  stipulated  dollar  amount  based 
upon  the  agreed-upon  cost  of  service  in  Docket  No. 
RP75-19. 

’’Texas  Gas’  non-jurisdictional  sales  accounted 
for  less  than  1  percent  of  total  sales  for  the  test 
period  for  Docket  No.  RP75-19. 


purchased  gas  that  they  would  have 
under  the  Seaboard  method.*’ 

Therefore,  on  remand,  all  parties  and 
the  Commission  Staff,  should  develop  a 
record  to  show  whether,  in  light  of  the 
Court’s  concerns,  and  in  light  of  a  re- 
evaluation  of  the  operations  on  the 
Texas  Gas  System,  the  United  method 
of  cost  classification  and  cost  allocation 
should  be  used  or  whether  another 
method,  such  as  the  Seaboard  method, 
should  be  used. 

III.  Rate  Design 

In  the  context  of  rate  design,  the  Court 
reiterated  its  concern  that  annual 
curtailment,  as  discussed  above,  was 
not  shown  in  Opinion  792  to  support  the 
shift  frbm  Seaboard  to  United. 
Furthermore,  the  Court  found  that  the 
Commission  opinions  did  not  give 
adequate  consideration  to  the  effects  of 
the  demand  charge  adjustment  clause, 
which  shifts  demand  charges  to  the 
commodity  component. 

Thirdly,  the  Court  was  not  persuaded 
that  there  was  sufficient  justification  to 
support  the  Commission’s  findings  that 
use  of  the  United  rate  design  method 
would  narrow  the  gap  between  the 
ultimate  price  charged  for  natural  gas 
for  industrial  use  and  the  price  of 
alternative  fuels. 

Therefore,  on  remand,  all  parties  and 
the  Commission  Staff,  should  develop  a 
record  to  show  whether  in  light  of  the 
Court’s  concerns,  and  in  light  of  a  re- 
evaluation  of  the  operations  on  the 
Texas  Gas  system,  the  United  method  of 
rate  design  should  be  used,  or  whether 
another  method,  such  as  Seaboard 
method,  should  be  used.  Parties  should 
address  the  implications  of  the 
enactment  of  Title  II  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  on  the  Commission’s  decision 
to  prescribe  an  appropriate  rate  design 
for  Texas  Gas. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  proceedings  in  this  docket  are 
reopened  and  further  hearings  shall  be 
held  to  permit  all  parties  including  the 
Commission  Staff,  to  present  evidence 
as  indicated  in  the  body  of  this  order 
and  such  further  evidence  as  they  deem 
necessary  and  appropriate  to  meet  the 
issues  in  the  proceedings  in  light  of  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals’  opinion 
in  Columbia  Gas,  et  al. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  (18  CFR  3.5(d)).  shall  convene  a 
prehearing  conference  in  this  proceeding 
to  establish  such  further  procedures  in 
this  case.  The  conference  shall  be  held 


”  Under  Seaboard,  high  load  factor  automers 
enjoy  a  lower  average  unit  coat  of  purchased  gas 
cost  than  under  United. 
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within  15  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  order  in  a  hearing  or  conference 
room  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Th.e 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is 
authorized  to  establish  such  further 
procedural  dates  as  may  be  necessary, 
and  to  rule  upon  all  motions  (except 
motions  to  consolidate,  sever,  or 
dismiss],  as  provided  for  in  the  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

pnR  Doc.  80-14229  Filed  5-7-80;  8;4S  am] 
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[No.  185] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

May  1, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  from  the 
jurisdictional  agencies  listed  below  of 
determinations  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
274.104  and  applicable  to  the  indicated 
wells  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978. 

Kansas  Corporation  Commission 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

Z.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25070/K-79-1550 

2. 15- 075-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Kansas  Petroleum  Inc 

5.  McCarty 

6.  Hugoton 

7.  Hamilton  KS 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  1, 1980 

10.  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co  Inc 

Kentucky  Department  of  Mines  and  Minerals, 
Oil  and  Gas  Division 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Weil  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25073/501258 

2. 15- 193-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  Scott  Talbott  Jr 

5.  Dr  Whitaker  T-5 


6. 

7.  Perry  KY 
&  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Kentucky  West  Virginia  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25074/501259 

2. 15- 193-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  Scott  Talbott  Jr 

5.  Logan-Comette  T-6 

6. 

7.  Perry  KY 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Kentucky  West  Virginia  Gas  Co 
1.  85-25075/501260 

2. 15- 193-00005-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  Scott  Talbott  Jr 

5.  Dr  Whitaker  T-4 

6. 

7.  Perry  KY 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Kentucky  West  Virginia  Gas  Co 
1.  85-25076/501261 

2. 16- 193-32058-5000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Beehive  Development  Co 

5.  Eaton  Enterp  No  1  (O-G)  Greenbrook  Co 

6.  Big  Sandy 

7.  Perry  KY 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Ray  Resources  Corp 
1.  80-25077/501262 

2. 15- 193-32152-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Beehive  Development  Co 

5.  Eaton  Enterp  No  1  Rebecca  Griffith 

5.  Big  Sandy 

7.  Perry  KY 

8. 25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Ray  Resources  Corp 
1.  80-25078/501263 

2. 15- 193-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jimmy  Hamilton  Gas  &  Oil 

5.  Gulbert  Campbell  107L 

6. 

7.  Perry  KY 

8. 42  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Ray  Resources  Corp 
1.  80-25079/501264 

2. 15- 193-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jimmy  Hamilton  Gas  &  Oil 

5.  Howard  Cornett  115 

6. 

7.  Perry  KY 

8. 45.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Ray  Resources  Corp 
1.  85-25080/501265 

2. 16- 193-00005-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jimmy  Hamilton  Gas  &  Oil 

5.  Maudie  Campbell  lllL 

6. 

7.  Perry  KY 

8.  23.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

15  Ray  Resources  Corp 


Louisiana  Office  of  Conservation 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25434/85-551 

2. 17- 067-20472-0000 

3. 108  000  000  , 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  19  (#141625) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  7, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25081/85-372 

2. 17- 111-00138-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  No  70 

6.  Monroe  GAS 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8. 9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25082/85-373 

2. 17- 111-00166-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Qo  of  LA 

5.  Union  No  74 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25083/80-374 

2. 17- 111-00171-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  No  75 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  85-25084/85-375 

2. 17- 111-00185-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  No  77 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  85-25085/80-376 

2. 17- 109-21932-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  LP  5C-1  R810  SU  LP  U-7  36 

6.  Lake  Pelto 

7.  Terrebonne  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Kaiser  Alumimnn  &  Chemical  Corpn 
Louisiana  Power  &  Light,  Monsanto 
Chemical  Co,  American  Cynanud  Co 

1.  80-25086/80-377 
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2. 17- 109-2197ft-0000 

S.  102  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  LP  CC-IF  R510  SU  UP  U-12  56 

6.  Lake  Pelto 

7. -TeiTebonne  LA 

B.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Kaiser  Aluminum  &  Chemical  Corp, 
Louisiana  Power  &  Light,  Monsanto 
Chemical  Co,  American  Cynamid  Co 

1.  80-25087/80-378 

2. 17- 023-21394-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  State  Lease  42  No  163  163628 

6.  West  Hackberry 

7.  Cameron  LA 

8. 140.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Valley  Gas  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25088/80-509 

2. 17- 067-20562-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Georgia  Paciflc  No  9 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Georgia  PaciHc  Corp 
1.  80-25089/80-510 

2. 17- 067-20640-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Grargia  Pacific  No  10 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1960 

10.  Georgia  PaciHc  Corp 
1.  80-25090/80-511 

2. 17- 067-20543-0000 

3. 108  000  000  . 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  No  11 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

6. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1960 

10.  Georgia  Pacific  Corp 
1.  80-25091/80-512 

2. 17- 067-20544-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  No  12 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Georgia  Pacific  Corp 
1.  80-25092/80-513 

2. 17- 067-20742-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  International  Paper  Br  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 
8. 3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25093/80-514 

2. 17- 067-20743-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 


5.  International  Paper  Br  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

6.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25094/80-515 

2. 17- 067-20744-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  International  Paper  Br  No  3 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 

1. 80-25095/80-516  - 

2. 17- 067-20745-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  International  Paper  Br  No  4 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25096/80-517 

2. 17- 067-20746-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  International  Paper  Br  No  5 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25097/80-518 

2. 17- 067-20748-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  International  Paper  Br  No  7 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25098/80-519 

2. 17- 067-20749-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  International  Paper  Br  No  8 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Cental  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25099/80-379 

2. 17- 119-20232-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Marathon  Oil  Co 

5.  CVSU  MOC  BODCAW  No  7 

6.  Cotton  Valley 

7.  Webster  LA 

8.  475.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  August  8, 1960 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25100/80-533 

2. 17- 067-20323-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Me  Henry  No  13  Serial  No  139170 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 


10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25101/80-534 

2. 17- 067-20324-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Me  Henry  No  14 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  5.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25102 

2. 17- 067-20322-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Me  Henry  No  12 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25103/80-535 

2. 17- 067-20446-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25104/80-536 

2. 17- 067-20447-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25105/80-537 

2. 17- 067-20448-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  3  . 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25106/80-539 

2. 17- 067-20449-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  4  Serial  No  141113 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25107/80-358 

2. 17- 111-01289-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  ]  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union — C  L  Norsworthy  No.  46 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25108/80-359 

2. 17- 111-01320-0000 
3. 108  000  000 
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4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union — Haile  Bros  No.  49 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25109/80-360 

2. 17- 111-01321-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D I  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union — Stripling  No.  50 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25110/80-361 

2. 17- 111-01292-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  ]  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  No.  43 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-251111/80-362 

2. 17- 111-00276-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  #53 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25112/80-363 

2. 17- 111-00184-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  No  87 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25113/88-364 

2. 17- 111-00185-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  #88 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25114/80-365 

2. 17- 111-00219-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  No  F-1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25115/80-366 

2. 17- 111-00217-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  )  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  #G-1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 


9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25116/80-367 

2. 17- 111-00281-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  #58 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25117/80-368 

2. 17- 111-00315-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  #60 

6.  Monroe  Gas  ^ 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25118/80-369 

2. 17- 111-2574-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Grayling  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25119/80-370 

2. 17- 111-00330-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  #62 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.80-25120/80-371  ' 

2. 17- 111-00205-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D I  Simmons  &  Co  of  LA 

5.  Union  No  66 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25121/80-520 

2. 17- 067-20798-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  International  Paper  BR  No  9 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25122/80-521 

2. 17- 067-20309-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25123/80-522 

2. 17- 067-20312-0000 


3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  C(Hp 

5.  McHenry  #2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1. 80-25124/80-523 

2. 17- 067-20313-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #3 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25125/80-524 

2. 17- 067-20314-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #4 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25126/80-525 

2. 17- 067-20315-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #5  Serial  #139045 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25127/80-526 

2. 17- 067-20316-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #6  Serial  #139059 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25128/80-527 

2. 17- 067-20317-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #7  Serial  #139060 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25129/80-528 

2. 17- 067-20318-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #8  Serial  #139097 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25130/80-529 

2. 17- 067-20319-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #9  Serial  #139096 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 
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8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  a  1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25131/80-530 

2. 17- 067-20320-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #10  Serial  #139099 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25132/80-531 

2. 17- 067-20321-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  McHenry  #11  Serial  #139168 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  LA  ' 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25133/80-420 

2. 17- 109-22159-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  The  Louisiana  LAnd  and  Exploration 

5.  S  L  301  Terrebonne  Bay  No  350-16352 

6.  Calillou  Island 

7.  Terrebonne,  LA 

8. 49.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1960 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25134/80-422 

2. 17- 111-01804-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Phillips  FF(GR)  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita.  LA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Ashland  Oil  Inc 
1.  80-25135/80^23 

2. 17- 073-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Phillips  FEE(CR)  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita,  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Ashland  Oil  Inc 
1.  80-25136/80^24 

2. 17- 111-01265-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Waldrop  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union,  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Ashland  Oil  Inc 
1.  80-25137/80-425 

2. 17- 073-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Gladney  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita,  LA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Ashland  Oil  Inc 
1.  80-25138/80-426 


2. 17- 073-00017-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Harrell  SU  273  Guthrie  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita,  LA 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  IMC  Exploration  Co 
1.  80-25139/80-427 

2. 17- 073-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Morgan  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita,  LA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Ashland  Oil  Inc 
1.  80-25140/80-428 

2. 17- 111-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Smith-Russell  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union,  LA 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Go 

1.  80-25141/80-429 

2.  17-073-00165-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Peimzoil  Producing  Co 
5. 1 W  Cagle  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita,  LA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Ashland  Oil  Inc 
1.  80-25142/80-430 

2. 17- 073-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Smith  No  8 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita,  LA 

8. 3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25143/80-431 

2. 17- 067-20238-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Crossett  TBR  &  DEV  Co  No  138 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse,  LA,  LA 
8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25144/80-432 

2. 17- 067-20241-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Crossett  TBR  &  DEV  Co  No  141 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse.  LA 

8.  22.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1. 80-25145/80-433 

2. 17- 067-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 
'5.  Faulk  No  1 
6.  Monroe 


7.  Morehouse,  LA 

8.  22.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25146/80-573 

2. 17- 111-20355-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-4  Serial  #143956 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25147/80-574 

2. 17- 111-20356-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-5  Serial  #143957 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25148/80-575 

2. 17- 111-20357-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-6  Serial  #143958 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  Parish.  LA 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25149/80-576 

2. 17- 111-20360-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroletun  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-7  Serial  #144010 

6.  Monroe 

7. 'Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25150/80-577 

2. 17- 111-20422-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-8  Serial  #144706 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

*  8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25151/80-578 

2. 17- 111-20421-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-9  Serial  #144705 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

1. 80-25152/80-579  f 

2. 17- 111-20419-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-11  Serial  #144703 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  Parish,  LA 

6. 4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25153/80-580 
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2. 17-067-21344-0000 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

2. 17-083-20399-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 16.4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Sun  Oil  Co 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  C  ^*3 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Delhi  Holt  Bryant  Su  Dehli  #57-9 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.80-25161/80-588 

6.  Dehli 

7.  Morehouse.  LA 

2. 17-067-21319-0000 

7.  Richland  LA 

8.  26.7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  A  #20 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25154/80-581 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.  86-25169/80-417 

2. 17-067-21349-0000 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

2. 17-083-20400-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 10.3  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Sun  Oil  Co 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  C  #13 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Delhi  Holt  Bryant  Su  Dehli  #78-6 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.  80-25162/80-589 

6.  Dehli 

7.  Morehouse,  LA 

2. 17-067-21316-0000 

7.  Richland  LA 

8. 18.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  B  #4 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25155/80-582 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.  80-25170/80-418, 

2. 17-067-21377-0000 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

2. 17-083-20398-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  4.1  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Sun  Oil  Co 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  C  #26 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Delhi  Holt  Bryant  Su  Dehli  #169-3 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.  80-25163/80-410 

6.  Dehli 

7.  Morehouse,  LA 

2. 17-073-20748-0000 

7.  Richland  LA 

8.  24.7  million  cubic  feel 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  37.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Grant  D  #1 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25156/80-583 

6.  Monroe 

1. 80-25171/80-414 

2. 17-067-21372-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

2. 17-057-21562-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  D  #11 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 

5.  City  of  New  Orleans  Et  A1  50 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1. 80-25164/80-411 

6.  Leeville 

7.  Morehouse,  LA 

2. 17-073-20766-0000 

7.  LaFourche  LA 

8.  22.6  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  730.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Grant  D  #12 

10.  Kaiser  Aluminum  S  Chemical  Coip 

1.  80-25157/80-584 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25172/80-644 

2. 17-067-21373-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

2. 17-111-21243-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  108  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  D  #12 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 

5.  C  &  D  Allen  No  2 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.  80-25165/80-412 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

2. 17-073-20767-0000 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 14.4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Grant  D  #14 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25158/80-585 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25173/80-645 

2. 17-067-21374-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

2. 17-111-21191-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  108  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  D  *13 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 

5.  C  H  Allen  No  1 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.  80-25166/80-413 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

2. 17-073-20812-0000 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  20.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  4.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Grant  D  #16 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp^. 

1.  80-25159/80-586 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25174/80-646 

2. 17-067-21375-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

2. 17-111-21167-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  108  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

'  9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  D  #14 

•  10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 

5.  C  L  Allen  No  1 

6.  Monroe  Field 

1.  80-25167/80-415 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

2. 17-065-20036-0000 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  20.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  8.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Sun  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

5.  Delhi  Holt  Bryant  Su  Dehli  #24-3 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25160/80-587 

6.  Dehli 

1.  80-25175/80-647 

2. 17-067-21323-0000 

7.  Madison  LA 

2. 17-111-21211-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 117.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  lOe  108  000 

4.  Primos  Production 

9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  B  #2 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 

5.  Vua  R  S  Allen  Et  A1  No  2 

6.  Monroe  Field 

'  1.  80-25168/80-#16 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 
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7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 5.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25176/80-835 

2. 17- 111-21550-0000 

3. 103  000  000  . 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Vua  Etta  Baker  Et  A1  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 9.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25177/80-636 

2. 17- 111-21215-0000 
3. 103  108  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  G  A  Dugas  No  1 

8.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 6.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25178/80-637 

2. 17- 111-21166-0000 
3. 103  108  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  WL  Allen  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 6.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25179/80-638 

2. 17- 111-21192-0000 
3. 103  108  000  - 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  P  T  Crow  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 5.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25180/80-639 

2. 17- 111-21193-0000 
3. 103  108  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  P  L  Edwards  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25181/80-640 

2. 17- 111-21175-0000 
3. 103  108  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  W  A  Edwards  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  7.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25182/80-641 

2. 17- 111-21176-0000 
3. 103  108  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  H  D  Green  No  2 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  7.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25183/80-642 


2. 17- 111-21322-0000 

3. 103  108  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Vua  Tim  Green  Et  A1  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  7.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25184/80-643 

2. 17- 111-21174-0000 

3. 103  108  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  C  &  D  Allen  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25185/80-266 

2. 17- 100-22145-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  The  Louisiana  Land  &  Exploration  Co 

5.  S  L  301  Terrebonne  Bay  No  353-16318 

6.  Caillou  Island 

7.  Terrebonne  LA 

8. 1022.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25186/80-267 

2. 17- 097-20563-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Despot  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Brewer  Nienstedt  Lumber  Co  No  1 

6.  Palmetto  Field 

7.  St  Landry  Parish  LA 

8. 178.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp 
1.  80-25187/80-268 

2. 17- 031-20880-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Matthews  Operating  Co  Inc 

5.  Matthews  Fee  #2 

6.  Red  River  Bull  Bayou 

7.  DeSoto  LA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  ^uthem  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25188/80-269 

2. 17- 681-20337-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Matthews-Bunn  Operating  Co  Inc  - 

5.  Dill  #1 

6.  Red  River  Bull  Bayou 

7.  Red  River  LA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  I^uisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp 
1.  80-25189/80-270 

2. 17- 631-21055-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  George  R  Schurman 

5.  #2  W  I  Colbert 

6.  Spider  Field 

7.  DeSota  LA 

8. 146.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp 
1.  80-25190/80-271 

2. 17- 031-21059-6000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  George  R  Schurman 

5.  .#3  W I  Colbert 

6.  Spider 


7.  DeSota  LA 

8. 182.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp 
1.  80-25191/80-272 

2. 17- 631-21060-6000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  George  R  Schurman 

5.  #4  W I  Colbert 

6.  Spider 

7.  DeSoto  LA 

8. 300.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  I^uisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp 
1.  80-25192/80-273 

2. 17- 031-21061-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  George  R  Schurman 

5.  #5  W  J  Colbert 

6.  Spider 

7.  DeSoto  LA 

8. 182.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Louisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp 
1.  80-25193/80-274 

2. 17- 119-20218-6000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Arkla  Exploration  Co 

5.  Gray  RB  Sui  Reynolds  No  1 

6.  Cotton  Valley 

7.  Webster  LA 

8.  570.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25194/80-275 

2. 17- 627-20572-6000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Herd  Producing  Company  Inc 

5.  U  Smk  A  Ra  Sua  Wm  M  Yarbrough  No  1 

6.  Oaks 

7.  Claiborne  LA 

8. 108.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  I^uisiana  Intrastate  Gas  Corp 
1.  80-25195/80-276 

2. 17- 673-21141-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Maddox  Petroleum  Co  Inc 

5.  Inabnet  B  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  89-25196/80-277 

2. 17- 673-21142-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Maddox  Petroleum  Co  Inc 

5.  Inabnet  B  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25197/80-278 

2. 17- 673-21041-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Jim  V  Maddox 

5.  Inabnet  A  #1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 18.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25198/80-279 
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2. 17- 073-21054-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Jim  V  Haddox 

5.  Inabnet  A  #3 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 11.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25190/80-280 

2. 17- 113-20908-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Exxon  Corp 

5.  Exxon  Fee-Pecan  Island  No  74 

6.  Pecan  Island  , 

7.  Vermilion  LA 

8. 1800.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25200/80-281 

2. 17- 039-20166-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  New  Jersey  Natural  Resources  Co 

5.  Carl  H  Loewer  No  1 

6.  North  Eunice  Field 

7.  Evangeline  LA 

8. 90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  New  Jersey  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25201/80-434 

2. 17- 107-00305-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Burk  Royalty  Co 

5.  Mass  SU 184  Fisher  Lumber  Co  B-4 

6.  Buckhom 

7.  Tensas  LA 

8. 9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25202/80-435 

2. 17- 111-21727-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Reppond-Smith  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 16.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  IMG  Exploration  Co 
1.  80-25203/80-436 

2. 17- 111-21728-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Reppond-Smith  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 14.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  IMC  Exploration  Co 
1.  80-25204/80-437 

2. 17- 111-20520-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  W  J  Hollis  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  8.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  I^uisiana  Power  &  Light  Co 
1.  80-25205/80-438 

2. 17- 111-20504-4000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  M  T  Fowler  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 


7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  5.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Co 

1. 80- 25206/80-439 

2. 17- 073-20798-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  8 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 23.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25207/80-440 

2. 17- 073-20799-0000 

3.108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  9 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 29.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 25208/80-441 

2. 17- 073-20854-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  10 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

6. 30.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25209/80-442 

2. 17- 073-20856-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  11 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 27.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25210/80-443 

2. 17- 073-20857-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  12 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  22.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25211/80-444 

2. 17- 073-20759-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  13 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  39.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25212/80-445 

2. 17- 073-20766-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  14 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  38.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25213/80-446 


2. 17- 073-20577-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 25214/86-447 

2. 17- 673-20579-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #3 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8. 13.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 25215/80-448 

2. 17- 073-20580-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #4 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8. 13.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25216  80-449 

2. 17- 073-20706-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #7 

8.  Monroe  Gas 
7.  Ouachita  LA 

8. 7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25217/80-450 

2. 17- 073-20701-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #8 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25218/80-451 

2. 17- 073-20702-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #9 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8. 7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25219/86452 

2. 17- 073-20703-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #10 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 25220/80453 

2. 17- 073-20704-0000 

3.108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #11 

6.  Monroe  Gas 
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7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25221/80-454 

2. 17- 073-20705-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #12 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25222/80-257 

2. 17- 111-20123-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Rosamond  Drilling  Co 

5.  Norman  No  1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Ceka  Gas  Corp 
1.  80-25223/80-258 

2. 17- 111-00289-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Turner  #1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980  ' 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25224/80-259 

2. 17- 111-20706-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Harrell  B  #1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25225/80-260 

2. 17- 111-20729-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Harrell  B  #4 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25226/80-261 

2. 17- 111-20759-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  B  Harell  #B-8 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25227/80-262 

2. 17- 111-20748-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  B  Harrell  #B-5 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25228/80-263 


2. 17- 111-20749-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Harrell  #B-6 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25229/80-264 

2. 17- 111-20758-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Harrell  #B-7 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25230/80-265 

2. 17- 109-22119-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  The  Louisiana  Land  &  Exploration  Co 

5.  S  L  301  Terrebonne  Bay  No  349-1622 

6.  Caillou  Island 

7.  Terrebonne  LA 

8.  321.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25231/80-287 

2. 17- 073-00188-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union  No  9 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25232/80-288 

2. 17- 073-00189-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union  #10 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25233/80-289 

2. 17- 073-00224-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union  No  24 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25234/80-290 

2. 17- 073-00225-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  ]  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union  No  26 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1. 80-25235/80-291 

2. 17- 073-00232-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-A  C  White  #28 

6.  Monroe  Gas 


7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25236/80-292 

2. 17- 111-01784-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  R  W  Wilson 

5.  Harrell  Su  184  Mgu  #2 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8. 1.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Navarro  Gas  Production  Co 
1.  80-25237/80-293 

2. 17- 111-01753-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  R  W  Wilson 

5.  Harrell  Su  172  Mgu  #3-A 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Navarro  Gas  Production  Co 
1.  80-25238/80-294 

2. 17- 111-01300-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  R  W  Wilson 

5.  Missouri  Pac  Railroad  Co  6 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8.  7.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Darbonne  Gas  Gathering  Inc 
1.  80-25239/80-295 

2. 17- 111-01319-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  R  W  Wilson 

5.  R  C  Roberson  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25240/80-296 

2. 17- 111-01171-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  R  W  Wilson 

5.  Missouri  Pac  Railroad  Co  1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Darbonne  Gas  Gathering  Inc 
1.  80-25241/80-297 

2. 17- 111-01792-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  R  W  Wilson 

5.  Harrell  Su  219  (Col  Fuel  #1) 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Navarro  Gas  Production  Co 
1.  80-25242/80-298 

2. 17- 111-01803-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  R  W  Wilson 

5.  Spencer  #1 ' 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8.  5.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Navarro  Gas  Production  Co 
1.  80-25243/80-299 
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2. 17-017-23296-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

2.  17-111-21123-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 6.5  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Nettie  Soniat  No  19 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  Little  No  1 

6.  Greenwood-Waskom 

1. 80-25251/80-649 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Caddo  LA 

2. 17-111-21241-0000 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  4.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  T  H  Allen  No  1 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25244/80-300 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25259/80-570 

2. 17-017-23256-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

2.  17-111-20345-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 9.8  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Nettie  Soniat  No  9 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-1  Serial  #143880 

6.  Greenwood-Waskom 

1.  80-25252/80-650 

6.  Moru'oe 

7.  Caddo  LA 

2. 17-111-21082-0000 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  Vua  Cora  C  Smith  Et  A1  No  1 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

1.  80-25245/80-301 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25260/80-571 

2. 17-017-23193-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

2.  17-111-20346-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 3.9  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Nettie  Soniat  No  1 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  Exxon  No  E-2  Serial  #143861 

6.  Greenwood-Waskom 

1.  80-25253/80-651 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Caddo  LA 

2. 17-111-21103-0000 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  Joe  C  Miller  No  2 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

1.  80-25246/80-302 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25261/80-572 

2. 17-017-23097-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

2.  17-111-20347-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp^ 

5.  D  Simpson  No  5 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  E^on  No  E-3  Serial  #143882 

6.  Greenwood-Waskom 

1.  80-25254/80-652 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Caddo  LA 

2. 17-111-21120-0000 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

8. 40.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  R  S  Allen  No  1 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

1.  80-25247/80-303 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25262/80-559 

,  2. 17-017-23096-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

,  2.  17-111-20368-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 3.9  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  D  Simpson  No  4 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  Exxon  Arco  No  E-1  Serial  #144087 

6.  Greenwood-Waskom 

1.  80-25255/80-653 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Caddo  LA 

2. 17-111-20711-0000 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

6.  40.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1960 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  A  L  Cole  No  1 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

1.  80-25248/80-304 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25263/80-560 

2. 17-017-23095-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

2.  17-111-20369-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 3.6  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  D  Simpson  No  3 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  E}^on  Arco  No  E-2  Serial  #144088 

6.  Greenwood-Waskom 

1.  80-25256/80-654 

6.  Monroe 

7,  Caddo  LA 

2. 17-111-21122-0000 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

8.  29.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8,  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  H  D  Green  No  1 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

1.  80-25249/80-305 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25264/80-561 

2. 17-017-23094-0000 

7.  Union  LA 

2.  17-111-20370-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

9.  April  8, 1980 

'  4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  D  Simpson  No  2 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  Exxon  Arco  No  E-3  Serial  #144089 

6.  Greenwood-Waskom 

1.  80-25257/80-655 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Caddo  LA 

2.  17-111-20705-0000 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

8.  51.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  J  N  Harrell  No  1 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

1.  80-25250/80-648 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25265/80-562 

2. 17-111-21244-0000 

•7.  Union,  La 

2.  17-111-20371-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  3.5  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  R  S  Allen  No  3 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

5.  Exxon  Arco  No  E-4  Serial  #144090 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25258/80-656 

6.  Monroe 

Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


30499 


7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-111-20397-0000 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Exxon  Arco  11  No  6  Serial  #144319 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25266/80-563 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25280/80-327 

2.  17-111-20373-0000 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-067-00304-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  D  }  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Exxon  Arco  No  E-6  Serial  #144092 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union  T  #1 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25273/80-320 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-111-01285-0000 

7.  Morehouse  Parish,  La 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  ]  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union — C  L  Norsworthy  No  42 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25267/80-564 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25281/80-328 

2.  17-111-20374-0000 

7.  Union,  La 

2.  17-073-00213-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Exxon  Arco  No  E-7  Serial  #144093 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Union — Darbonne  Co  No  16 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25274/80-321 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-111-01947-0000 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union  M  E  Hill  #35 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25268/80-565 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25282/80-329 

2.  17-111-20375-0000 

7.  Union,  La 

2.  17-073-00226-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Exxon  Arco  No  E-8  Serial  #144094 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Union — Darbonne  #25 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25275/80-322 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-111-01291-0000 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union — C  L  Norsworthy  No  41 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25269/80-566 

6.  Monroe  Gas  . 

1.  80-25283/80-330 

2.  17-111-20391-0000 

7.  Union,  La 

2.  17-073-00230-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  }  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  E^^on  Arco  No  E-9  Serial  #150541 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Union — Mobil  #27 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25276/80-323 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-111-00000-0000 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

4.  D )  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union — Talton  No  38 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25270/80-567 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25284/80-331 

2.  17-111-20395-0000 

7.  Union,  La 

2.  17-073-00352-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  16.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Exxon  Arco  II  No  4  Serial  #144317 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Union  State  M-1 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25277/80-324 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-111-0194&-0000 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union  M  E  Hill  #36 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25270/80-567 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25285/80-332 

2.  17-111-20395-0000 

7.  Union,  La 

2.  17-073-00359-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D }  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Exxon  Arco  11  No  4  Serial  #144317 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Union — State  N-1 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25278/80-325 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-073-00206-0000  - 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D )  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union — Darbonne  Co  #13 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25271/80-568 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25286/80-333 

2.  17-111-20396-0000 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

2.  17-073-00361-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D )  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Exxon  Arco  II  No  5  Serial  #144318 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Union — State  #S-1 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25279/80-326 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish,  La 

2.  17-073-00207-0000 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.  108  000  000 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 

5.  Union  Darbonne  No  14 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25272/80-569 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25287/80-455 

30500 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /*  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


2.  17-073-21002-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Crescent  Drilling  Co  #13 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita,  La 

8.  9.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25288/80-456 

2.  17-111-01315-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  W  A  Edwards  et  al  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  4.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Go 

1.  80-25289/80-457 

2.  17-111-01159-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Fannie  Haile  et  al  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  8.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25290/80-458 

2.  17-111-01525-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  W  B  Haile  et  al  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  11.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25291/80-459 

2.  17-111-01317-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  E  E  Jordan  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25292/80-460  . 

2.  17-111-01298-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Fannie  Lankford  et  al  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  5.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25293/80-461 

2.  17-111-01820-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Parks  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union.  La 

8.  1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25294/80-462 

2.  17-111-01615-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Pinckard  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 


7.  Union,  La 

8.  10.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Go 

1.  80-25295/80-463 

2.  17-111-01456-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Schneider  et  al  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  8.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Go 

1.  80-25296/80-464 

2.  17-111-02117-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Thomas  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  8.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25297/80-465 

2.  17-111-OOOOO-QpOO 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  8.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Go 

1.  80-25298/80-466 

2.  17-111-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #2 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25299/80-467 

2.  17-111-01513-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #3 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  10.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25300/80-468 

2.  17-111-01526-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #4 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  11.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25301/80^69 

2.  17-111-01458-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #5 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  9.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25302/86-470 


2.  17-111-01527-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #8 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  15.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25303/80-471 

2.  17-111-01479-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #7 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  8.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Go 

1.  80-25304/80-472 

2.  17-111-01665-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #A-1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  2.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25305/80^73 

2.  17-111-00597-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #A-2 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  4.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25306/80-474 

2.  17-111-01660-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods  et  al 

5.  Union  #A-4 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union,  La 

8.  11.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  ^son  Oil  Go 
1.  80-25307/80-475 

2. 17- 021-20502-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Marlin  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Russell  #2 

6.  Piney  Creek 

7.  Caldwell  LA 

8. 146.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Trunkline  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25308/80-476 

2. 17- 021-20503-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Marlin  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Russell  #3 

6.  Piney  Creek 

7.  Caldwell  LA 

8. 146.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Trunkline  Gas  Go. 

1.  80-25309/80-477 

2. 17- 101-21128-0000 
3. 107  000  000 

4.  Quintana  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  GC  MA-12  Ra  Su  Shinn  #9 

6.  Garden  Gity 
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7.  St  Mary  LA 

8. 2920.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25310/80-478 

2. 17- 111-21467-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Exxon  A  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 14.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25311/80-309 

2. 17- 031-21045-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Summit  Energy  Inc 

5.  Rod  Ra  Su  U  Robert )  Brown  No  1 

6.  Bethany-Longstreet 

7.  DeSoto  Parish  LA 

8.  91.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1. 80-25312/80-310 

2. 17- 027-20571-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Nichols  Oil  &  Gas  Corporation 

5.  Hoss  B  Ra  Su  VV  Sentell  No  1 

6.  Leatherman  Creek 

7.  Clairbome  LA 

8. 90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Louisiana  Gas  Intrastate  of  Shrevep 
1.  80-25313/80-311 

2. 17- 067-00385-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Farrell  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  State  of  Louisiana  No  22 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25314/80-312 

2. 17- 111-00277-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Union  #54 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25315/80-313 

2. 17- 111-00279-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  ]  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Union  #56 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25316/80-314 

2. 17- 111-00280-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

5.  Union  #57 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25317/80-315 


2. 17-111-00172-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .8  million  cubic  feet 

4.  D )  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

5.  Union  #78 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1. 80-25325/80-353 

7,  Union  Parish  LA 

2. 17-073-00649-0000 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Primes  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Jones  #1 

1.  80-25318/80-316 

6.  Monroe 

2. 17-111-00170-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

4.  D  )  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

5.  Union  #80 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25326/80-354 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

2. 17-073-00641-0000 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Primes  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Stubbs  #C-1 

1.  80-25319/80-317 

6.  Monroe 

2. 17-111-00182-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

4.  D  )  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

5.  Union  #84 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.80-25327/80-355  - 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

2. 17-073-00642-0000 

8. 7.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Primes  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Stubbs  #C-2 

1.  80-25320/80-318 

6.  Monroe 

2. 17-111-01946-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .8  million  cubic  feet 

4.  D  f  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

5.  Union-M  E  Hill  #34 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25328/80-357 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

2. 17-073-00650-0000 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Primes  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Layton  #1 

1.  80-25321/80-319 

6.  Monroe 

2. 17-111-01290-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  3.8  million  cubic  feet 

4.  D  ]  Simmons  &  Co  of  La 

9.  April  8, 1980 

5.  Union-C  L  Norsworthy  #45 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

1.  80-25329/80-356 

7.  Union  Parish  LA 

2. 17-073-00672-0000 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Primos  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

5.  Stubbs  #C-4 

1.  80-25322/80-350 

6.  Monroe 

2. 17-073-00669-0000 

7.  Quachita  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.7  million  cubic  feet 

4.  Primes  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

5.  Morris  #1 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25330/80-282 

7.  Quachita  LA 

2. 17-726-20160-0000 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Kerr-McGee  Corp 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  S  L 1999  #34 

1.  80-25323/80-351 

6.  Breton  Sound  Block  20 

2. 17-073-00531-0000 

7.  Plaquemines  Pa  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 109.0  million  cubic  feet 

4.  Primes  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

9.  April  8. 1980 

5.  Licber  Estate  #B-1 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe 

1.  80-25331/80-283 

7.  Quachita  LA 

2. 17-726-20160-0000 

8. 16.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

9.  April  8, 1980 

4.  Kerr-McGee  Corp 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

5.  S  L 1999  #34-D 

1.  80-25324/80-352 

6.  Breton  Sound  Block  20 

2. 17-073-00532-0000 

7.  Plaquemines  Pa  LA 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 96.0  million  cubic  feet 

4.  Primes  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

9.  April  8, 1980 

5.  Lieber  Estate  #B-2 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 

6.  Monroe 

1. 80-25332/80-284 
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2. 17- 01^20855-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Great  Southern  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Arthur  Hollins  III  #1 

6.  South  Lake  Charles 

7.  Calcasieu  LA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25333/80-285 

2. 17- 113-20912-0000 

3. 103  000  000 


1.  80-25334/80-286 

2. 17- 113-20912-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Gulf  Oil  Corp 

5.  State  Lease  3306  #11-D 

6.  Redhsh  Point 

7.  Vermilion  LA 

8.  300.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25335/80-500 

2. 17- 067-20794-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  K  D  Lankford  Jr 

5.  Pennzoil-School  Board  #3 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25336/80-501 

2. 17- 067-20795-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  K  D  Lankford  Jr 

5.  Pennzoil-School  Board  #4 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

6. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25337/80-502 

2. 17- 067-20796-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  K  D  Lankford  Jr 

5.  Pennzoil-Schopl  Board  #5 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25338/80-503 

2. 17- 067-20797-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  K  D  Lankford  Jr 

5.  Pennzoil-School  Board  #6 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25339/80-334 

2. 17- 073-00351-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-State  L-1 


6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

6.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25340/80-335 

2. 17- 073-00192-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-State  K-1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25341/80-336 

2. 17- 073-00191-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-State  J-1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 8.0  million  cubic^eet 

9.  April  8, 1980  ' 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25342/80-337 

2. 17- 067-00340-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union  V  #1  « 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25343/80-338 

2. 17- 031-21017-0000 
3. 102 103  000 

4.  May  Petroleum  Inc 

5.  Hoss  Su  13  Wilson  #1  (163967) 

6.  Bethany  Longstreet 

7.  DeSoto  LA 

8.  292.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25344/80-339 

2. 17- 111-20492-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Plaza  Oil  of  California 

5.  B  H  Jenny  No  1  #146386 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25345/80-340 

2. 17- 073-21152-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lamar  Buffington 
b.  Buffington  A-#l 

6.  Monroe  • 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25346/80-341 

2. 17- 111-20458-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Vanguard  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Jenny  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  2.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 


4.  Gulf  Oil  Corp 

5.  State  Lease  3306  #11 

6.  Redhsh  Point 

7.  Vermilion  LA 

8.  210.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipeline  Co,  Florida 
Gas  Transmission  Co 


1.  80-25347/80-342 

2. 17- 111-20456-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Vanguard  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Meeks  A  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25348/80-343 

2. 17- 111-20457-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Vanguard  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Meeks  B  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25349/80-344 

2. 17- 111-20459-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Vanguard  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Rogers-Frost  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980  ' 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1. 80-25350/80-345 

2. 17- 111-20468-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Vanguard  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Traylor-Thomas  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 2.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25351/80-346 

2. 17- 111-20472-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Vanguard  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Traylor-Thomas  #2 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Central  Transmission  Inc 
1.  80-25352/80-347 

2. 17- 073-00534-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Johnson  #A-1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25353/80-348 

2. 17- 073-00633-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Humphries  #1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 1.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25354/80-349 

2. 17- 073-00648-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Deggans  #Q-1 
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6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 2.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25355/80-815 

2. 17- 073-00048-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Lieber  #2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25356/80-616 

2. 17- 073-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Trezevant  #2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25357/80-617 

2. 17- 067-00576-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Sandidge  (ONG]  No  6 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25358/80-618 

2. 17- 067-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  C  &  A  Cox  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Ashland  Oil  Inc 
1.  80-25359/80-619 

2. 17- 111-00006-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  FEE  68  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 22.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  86-25360/80-620 

2. 17- 111-01724-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  FEE  105  No  3 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 21.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25361/80-611 

2. 17- 073-20010-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Smith  No  1-A 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 


1.  80-25362/86-612 

2. 17- 073-00006-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Smith  No  2-A 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25363/86-613 

2. 17- 073-00014-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Smith  No  5 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  86-25364/80-164 

2. 17- 073-00015-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennzoil  Producing  Co 

5.  Smith  No  6 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  86-25365/80-499 

2. 17- 111-01316-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods 

5.  Union  C-4 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 4.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25366/80-498 

2. 17- 111-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods 

5.  Union  C-3 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 14.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  86-25367/80-621 

2. 17- 073-20677-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Spade  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25368/80-622 

2. 17- 073-20678-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Spade  #2 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25369/80-623 

2. 17- 073-20679-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Space  #3 


6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25370/80-624 

2. 17- 073-20680-0000 

3. 108  000  006 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Spade  #4 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  8.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25371/80-625 

2. 17- 073-20595-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  TDL  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  8.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25372/80-626 

2. 17- 073-20586-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  TDL  #2 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quanchita  LA 

8.  8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80-25373/86-627  , 

2. 17- 073-20587-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  TDL  #3 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8. 8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25374/80-628 

2. 17- 073-20594-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  TDL  #4 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25375/80-629 

2. 17- 073-20588-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  TDL  #5 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25376/80-630 

2. 17- 673-20676-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  Inc 

5.  Cresent  Drilling  Co  TDL  #6 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Quachita  LA 

8.  8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
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1.  80-25377/80-631 

2. 17- 111-21333-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  H  L  Evans  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25378/80-632 

2. 17- 111-21321-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  P  N  Edwards  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25379/80-633 

2. 17- 111-21444-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Daniels  Estate  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 27.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1. 80-25380/80-634 

2. 17- 111-21319-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Wilkes  Savage  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25381/80-590 

2. 17- 073-20743-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  30.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25382/80-591 

2. 17- 073-20744-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 40.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25383/80-592 

2. 17- 073-20806-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  3 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 36.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25384/80-593 

2. 17- 073-20807-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  4 


6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 25.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25385/80-594 

2. 17- 073-20764-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  5 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 24.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 25386/80-595 

2. 17- 073-20765-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  6 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 30.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 25387/80-596 

2. 17- 073-20758-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Chauvin  Realty  No  7 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8. 22.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25388/80-597 

2. 17- 111-21292-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  K  S  Thompson  Est  #2 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

6. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1. 80- 25389/80-598 

2. 17- 111-21440-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 
5. 1 T  Savage  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

6. 21.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1. 80- 25390/80-599 

2. 17- 111-21254-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  Iris  S  Grafton  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1. 80- 25391/80-600 

2. 17- 111-21256-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  V  C  Edwards  Est  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 


1.  80-25392/80-601 

2. 17- 111-21421-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  F  R  Rogers  #4 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25393/80-602 

2. 17- 111-21420-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  F  R  Rogers  #3 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25394/80-603 

2. 17- 111-21419-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  F  R  Rogers  #2 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

6. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Co;p 
1.  80-25395/80-604 

2. 17- 111-21418-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  F  R  Rogers  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25398/80^5 

2. 17- 111-21425-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  Roan  #6 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

6. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25397/80-606 

2. 17- 111-21424-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  Roan  #5 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25398/80-607 

2. 17- 111-21423-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  Roan  #4 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1. 80-25399/80-608 

2. 17- 111-21265-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  Roan  #3 
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6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25400/80-609 

2. 17- 111-21422-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  Roan  #2 

8.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.80-25401/80-610 

2. 17- 111-21263-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Hootkins-Smith  LA  Ltd 

5.  Roan  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Field 

7.  Union  LA 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25402/80-479 

2. 17- 111-21442-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  R  L  Edwards  No  2 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25403/80-480 

2. 17- 111-21445-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Post  No  3 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 10.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25404/80-481 

2. 17- 111-21469-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Exxon  A  No  3 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25405/80-482 

2. 17- 111-21468-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Exxon  A  No  2 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  LA 

8.  9.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25406/80-^83 

2. 17- 073-21050-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  S  Teel 

5.  Sho  Van  #1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Rock  Field 

7.  Quachita  Parish  LA 

8.  24.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 


1.  80-25407/80-484 

2. 17- 073-21037-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  M  T  Herbst 

5.  West  Virginia  No  5 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Rock 

7.  Ouachita  Parish  La 

8.  20.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  l^uisiana  Power  &  Light  Co 
1.  80-25408/80-485 

2. 17- 073-21036-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  M  T  Herbst 

5.  Sho  Van  No  1 

6.  Monroe  Gas  Rock 

7.  Ouachita  Parish  La 

8.  35.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25409/80-486 

2. 17- 061-00422-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Reginald  F  Hyer 

5.  U  Hossl  Sub  Fowler  No  3 

6.  Simsboro 

7.  Lincoln  La 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Arkansas  Lousiana  Gas  Company 
1.  80-25410/80-487 

2. 17- 031-20170-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Marshall  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Psui  Huhn  No  1 

6.  No  rth  Grand  Cane 

7.  Desoto  La 

8. 10.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25411/80-488 

2. 17- 031-20244-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Marshall  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Psua  Dr  a  V  Young  No  1 

6.  No  rth  Grand  Cane 

7.  Desoto  La 

8. 10.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-25412/80-489 

2. 17- 031-20023-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Marshall  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Wal  Pxy  Sub  Averett  No  2 

6.  Logansport 

7.  Desoto  La 

8.  21.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25413/80-490 

2. 17- 031-00851-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Marshall  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Wal  Pxy  Sua  Adams  Estate  No  1 

6.  Logansport 

7.  Desoto  La 

8. 19.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25414/80-491 

2. 17- 073-00218-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-Bemstein  Potts  No  20 


6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  La 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25415/80-492 

2. 17- 073-00219-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-Bemstein  Potts  No  21 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Ouachita  La 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25416/80-493 

2. 17- 111-01287-0000 
3. 168  000  000 

4.  D )  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-C  L  Norsworthy  No  47 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  Parish  La 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25417/80-494 

2. 17- 111-01288-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D )  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union-C  L  Norsworthy  No  48 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  La 

8.  5i)  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25418/80-496 

2. 17- 111-00180-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  D  J  Simmons  &  Co  of  Louisiana 

5.  Union  No  85 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  La 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25419/80-496 

2. 17- 111-01161-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods 

5.  Union  C-1 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  La 

8. 12.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25420/80^97 

2. 17- 111-01349-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harold  L  Woods 

5.  Union  C-2 

6.  Monroe  Gas 

7.  Union  La 

8.  4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25421/80-657 

2. 17- 111-20812-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  Joe  Miller  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  La 

8.  2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 
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10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp  Rejmolds 
Metals  Co 
1.  80-25422/80-658 

2. 17- 111-20813-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  TJ  Miller  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  La 

8. 5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp  Reynolds 
Metals  Co 

1.  80-25423/80-659 

2. 17- 111-20708-0000 

3. 108  (KX)  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  WT  Miller  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  La 

8.  4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp  Reynolds 
Metals  Co 

1. 80- 25424/80-660 

2. 17- 111-21102-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  E I  Reppond  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824)  * 

7.  Union  (056)  La 

.  8. 7.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp  Reynolds 
Metals  Co 

1. 80- 25425/80-661 

2. 17- 111-20814-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Ergon  Inc 

5.  ERA  will  No  1 

6.  Monroe  (6824) 

7.  Union  (056)  La 

8. 3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp  Reynolds 
Metals  Co 

1.  80-25426/80-504 

2. 17- 067-20499-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Georgia  PaciHc  No  3  (No  143309) 

6.  Monroe  Field 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Georgia  Pacific  Corp 
1.  80-25427/80-505 

2. 17- 067-20500-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Geoi:gia  PaciHc  No  4  (No  143310) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  La 

8. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Georgia  PaciHc  Corp 
1.  80-25428/80-506 

2. 17- 067-20525-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Georgia  Paciflc  No  6  (No  142894) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  La 

8. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 
9.  April  8. 1980 


10.  Georgia  PaciHc  Corp 
1.  80-25429/80-507 

2. 17- 067-20571-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corporation 

5.  Georgia  PaciHc  No  7  (No  143417) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  La 

8. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Georgia  Pacific  Corp 
1.  80-25430/80-508 

2. 17- 067-20539-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Georgia  PaciHc  No  8  (No  143063) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  La 

8. 2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Georgia  PaciHc  Corp 

1. 80- 25431/80-548 

2. 17- 067-20467-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  16  (No  141577) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 
8. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25432/89-549 

2. 17- 067-20468-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  17  (No  141578) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 
8. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Company 
1. 89-25433/80-550 

2. 17- 067-20471-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  18  (No  141624) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 
8. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25435/80-552 

2. 17- 067-20473-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  20  (No  141626) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  6, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25436/80-553 

2. 17- 067-20474-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  21  (No  141627)  , 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

6. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25437/80-554 

2. 17- 067-20475-0000 
3. 108  000  000 


4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  22  (No  141628) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25438/80-555 

2. 17- 067-20477-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  23  (No  141686) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 
8. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25439/80-556 

2. 17- 067-20478-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  24  (No  141687) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 
8. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25440/80-557 

2. 17- 067-20479-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  25  (No  141688) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  60-25441/80-558 

2. 17- 067-20480-0000 
3. 108000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  26  (No  141689) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 
8. 2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25442/80-400 

2. 17- 073-20793-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  No  21 

6.  Monroe 
7.0uachita  La 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25443/80-401 

2. 17- 073-20750-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  No  3. 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  La 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25444/80-402 

2. 17- 073-20751-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  O  No  4 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  La 

6.  .9  million  cubic  feet 
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9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25445/80-403 

2. 17- 111-20650-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Crow  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  La 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25446/80-404 

2. 17- 111-20902-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Allen  No  3 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  La 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25447/80-405 

2. 17- 111-20760-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Harrell  No  B-9 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  La 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25448/80-406 

2. 17- 111-20904-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Fife  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  La 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Central  Transmissions  Inc 
1.  80-25449/80-407 

2. 17- 111-20767-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Hayhurst  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  La 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25450/80-408 

2. 17- 111-20740-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Haile  Church  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  La 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Gas  Transportation  Corp 
1.  80-25451/80-409 

2. 17- 073-20749-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  No  2 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Union  La 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25452/80-539 

2. 17- 067-20454-0000 


3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  6  (No  141176) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25453/80-540 

2. 17- 067-20455-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  7  (No  141177) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25454/80-541 

2. 17- 067-20450-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  8  (No  141178) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25455/80-542 

2. 17- 067-20461-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  9  (No  141504) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25456/80-543 

2. 17- 067-20463-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  11  (No  141506) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25457/80-544 

2. 17- 067-20464-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  No  12  (No  141507) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  La 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25458/80-545 

2. 17- 067-20494-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  #13  (#141890) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25459/80-546 

2. 17- 067-20495-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  #14 A  (#141891) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 


8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25460/80-547 

2. 17- 067-20466-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Equitable  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  #15  (#141569) 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Morehouse  Parish  LA 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25461/79-662 

2. 17- 013-00602-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  P  SU  I T  A  LOE  ETAL  No  1 

6.  Bear  Creek 

7.  Bienville  LA 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25462/80-380 

2. 17- 073-21148-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  M  H  Thomson 

5.  Thomson  No  1 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  9.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mid  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25463/80-381 

2. 17- 067-21342-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  C  #1 

6.  Monroe  Field 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  20.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25464/80-382 

2. 17- 067-21343-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Primes  Production  Co 

5.  Georgia  Pacific  C  #2 

6.  Monroe  Field 

7.  Morehouse  LA 

8.  25.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25465/80-383 

2. 17- 073-21127-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Primos  Production  Co 

5.  Lieber  No  2 

6.  Monroe  Field 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8. 12.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-25466/80-384 

2. 17- 073-20761-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #13 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25467/80-385 
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2. 17- 073-20762-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #11 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25468/80-386 

2. 17- 073-20756-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #10 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25469/80-387 

2. 17- 073-20755-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #8 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25470/80-388 

2. 17- 073-20752-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #5 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25471/80-389 

2. 17- 073-20753-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #6 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25472/80-390 

2. 17- 073-20754-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #7 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  P  &  C  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25473/80-391 

2. 17- 073-20768-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #15 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25474/80-392 

2. 17- 073-20797-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #20 

6.  Monroe 


7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25475/80-393 

2. 17- 073-20796-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #19 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25476/80-394 

2. 17- 073-20795-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #18 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25477/80-395 

2. 17- 073-20813-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #17 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25478/80-396 

2. 17- 073-20816-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #25 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25479/80-397 

2. 17- 073-20794-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #24 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25480/80-398 

2. 17- 073-20809-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #23 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 
1.  80-25481/80-399 

2. 17- 073-20808-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Yahoe  Corp 

5.  Grant  D  #22 

6.  Monroe 

7.  Ouachita  LA 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  P  &  G  Gathering  Systems 


New  York  Department  of  Environmental 
Conservation,  Bureau  of  Mineral  Resources 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25066/741 

2.  31-013-12542-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Trahan  Petroleum  Inc 

5.  Lenart-N  Y 12 

6.  Panama 

7.  Chautauqua  NY 

8.  36.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

North  Dakota  Geological  Survey 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25067/216 

2.  33-007-00352-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  William  Herbert  Himt  Trust  Estate 

5.  Sam  Evoniuk  A  No  1 

6.  Tree  Top 

7.  Billings  ND 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Koch  Hydrocarbon  Co 

1.  80-25068/215 

2.  33-053-00826-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 
5. 1  Klandl  41-26 

6.  Mondak 

7.  McKenzie  ND  ' 

8.  90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-25069/214 

2.  33-053-00853-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  Klandl  12-25 

6.  Mondak 

7.  McKenzie  ND 

8.  300.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

Ohio  Department  of  Natiual  Resources, 
Division  of  Oil  and  Gas 

1.  Control  Number  (F.E.R.C./State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 
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9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(8] 

1.  80-24948/08191 

2.  34-169-22133-0014 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Amtex  Oil  and  Gas  Inc 

5.  Shetler  No  1  (Norman  M  and  Carol) 

6. 

7.  Wayne,  OH 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24949 

2.  34-007-20044-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Flanigan  Brothers 

5.  H  &  Eleanor  Hicks  #1 

6. 

7.  Ashtabula,  OH 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24950 

2.  34-007-21077-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chanse  Petroleum  Corporation  ' 

5.  Pasquale  &  Rose  Martuccio  #1 

6. 

7.  Ashtabula,  OH 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24951 

2.  34-009-22010-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Murphy  Oil  Company 

5.  Crowell  #1 

6. 

7.  Athens,  OH 

8. 10.0  million,  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24952 

2.  34-029-20768-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Bill  Blair  Incorporated 

5.  Jeff  Rose  #1 

6.  Homeworth  Field 

7.  Columbiana,  OH 

8.  38.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 
1.  80-24953 

2. 34-029-20769-0014 

3. 103  000  000 
4.  Bill  Blair  Incorporated 
5. 1  &  B  Kelleher  Unit  #1 

6.  Homeworth  Field 

7.  Columbiana,  OH 

8.  37.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24954 

2.  34-031-22560-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  Arnold  Clark  #1 

6. 

7.  Coshocton,  OH 
8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24955 

2.  34-031-22693-0014 


3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  Arnold  Clark  #2 

6. 

7.  Coshocton,  OH 
8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24956 

2.  34-031-22963-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  William  Bucklen  #1 

6. 

7.  Coshocton,  OH 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24957 

2.  34-031-23198-014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  Earl  Burch  #1 

6. 

7.  Coshocton,  OH 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24958 

2.  34-031-23663-014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Frank  W  Hoover  Producer 

5.  Lawrence  Goodman  #2 

6. ' 

7.  Coshocton,  OH 
8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24959 

2.  34-053-20491-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  R  Gene  Brasel  also  dba  Brasel  &  Bra 

5.  James  Baird  #1 

6. 

7.  Gallia,  OH 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24960 

2.  34-059-22641-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  C  Kline  #1 

6. 

7.  Guernsey,  OH 

8.  28.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24961 

2.  34-059-22699-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  David  A  Waldron  dba  Clay  County  Pro 

5.  McMullen  #2 

6. 

7.  Guernsey,  OH 
8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24962 

2.  34-067-20364-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  Douglass  #2 

6. 

7.  Harrison,  OH 


8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24963 

2.  34-067-20365-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  M  McKinney  #1 

6. 

7.  Harrison,  OH 

8.  28.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24964 

2.  34-067-20367-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  O  Workley  #1 

6. 

7.  Harrison,  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24965 

2.  34-067-20370-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  O  Bimey  #1 

6. 

7.  Harrison,  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24966 

2.  34-067-20371-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  F  McGill  #2 

6. 

7.  Harrison,  OH 
8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24967 

2.  34-073-22223-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reliance  Management  Co 

5.  Sunday  Creek  Coal  Co  50  R 

6. 

7.  Hocking,  OH 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24968 

2.  34-075-22346-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Rowley  &  Brown  Pet  Corp 

5.  Hickory  Lake  #5 

6. 

7.  Holmes,  OH 

8.  59.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24969 

2.  34-083-22394-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Maram  Energy  Co 

5.  Maxson  #1 

8. 

7.  Knox,  OH 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Mansfield  Plumbing  Products 
1.  80-24970 
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2.  34-083-22422-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Maram  Energy  Co 

5.  Ramser  #1 

6. 

7.  Knox,  OH 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Continental  Can  Co 

1.  80-24971 

2.  34-099-20641-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Fortune  Gas  and  Oil  Inc 

5.  Yanacos  #1 

6. 

7.  Mahoning,  OH 

8.  4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  The  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 
1. 80-24972 

2.  34-099-20642-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Fortune  Gas  and  Oil  Inc 

5.  F  &  R  Dolence  #1 

6. 

7.  Mahoning.  OH 
8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  The  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24973 

2.  34-099-20643-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Fortune  Gas  and  Oil  Inc 

5.  Wiltcrest  #1 

6. 

7.  Mahoning,  OH 

8.  9.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  The  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24974 

2.  34-099-20644-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Fortune  Gas  and  Oil  Inc 

5.  F  &  R  Dolence  #2 

6. 

7.  Mahoning.  OH 
8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  The  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24975 

2.  34-099-20645-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Fortune  Gas  and  Oil  Inc 
5. 1  P  Barto  #1 

6. 

7.  Mahoning,  OH 
8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  The  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24976 

2.  34-09^-21206-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  7th  Street  Investment  Associates 

5.  John  Bayless  #2 

6. 

7.  Mahoning  County,  OH 

8.  28.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24977 

2.  34-099-21214-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Viking  Resources  Corporation 

5.  Obrock  Unit  #1 

a 


7.  Mahoning,  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-24978 

2.  34-099-21215-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Viking  Resources  Corporation 

5.  Obrock  #2 

6. 

7.  Mahoning,  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1,  80-24979 

2.  34-103-22210-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Leslie  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  Simmerman/Siman  Unit  #1 

6. 

7.  Medina,  OH 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Gorp 

1.  80-24980 

2.  34-105-21580-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Estate  of  Jerome  Goldberg 

5.  Jerome  Goldberg  #1 

6.  Sutton 

7.  Meigs,  OH 

8. 11.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24981 

2.  34-105-21617-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Est  of  Jerome  Goldberg 

5.  Thomas  Edwards  #1 

6.  Sutton 

7.  Meigs,  OH 

8. 11.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24982 

2.  34-105-21804-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Burl  D  Walker  #1 

6. 

7.  Meigs,  OH 

8. 175.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-24983 

2.  34-105-21890-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Murphy  Oil  Company 

5.  Hayes  #1 

6. 

7.  Meigs,  OH 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  86-24984 

2.  34-111-21909-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Donald  Lafferre  #1 

6.  Woodsfield 

7.  Monroe,  OH 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Transmission 
1.  80-24985 


2.  34-115-21626-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Dusty  Drilling  Company  Inc 

5.  Price  2  A 

6. 

7.  Morgan,  OH 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24986 

2.  34-115-21753-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Dusty  Drilling  Company  Inc 

5.  Rollyson  #1 

6. 

7.  Morgan,  OH 

8.  .2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24987 

2.  34-115-21826-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Dusty  Drilling  Company  Inc 

5.  Price  #3 

6. 

7.  Morgan,  OH 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24988 

2.  34-115-21845-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Dusty  Drilling  Company  Inc 

5.  Reed  #1 

6. 

•  7.  Morgan,  OH 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24989 

2.  34-115-21911-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Dusty  Drilling  Company  Inc 

5.  Reed  #2 

6. 

7.  Morgan,  OH 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-24990 

2.  34-119-22019-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  Alfred  Anderson  #1 

6. 

7.  Muskingum,  OH 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24991 

2.  34-119-23033-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  R  M  Burckholter  #1 

6.  N-R 

7.  Muskingum,  OH 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Gorp 

1.  80-24992 

2.  34-119-23438-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  Bernard  Anderson  #1 

6. 
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7.  Muskingum,  OH 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24993 

2.  34-119-23589-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  R  M  Burckholter  #3 

6. 

7.  Muskingum.  OH 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24994 

2.  34-11^23590-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  R  M  Buckholter  #2 

6. 

7.  Muskingum,  OH 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.  80-24995 

2.  34-119-23648-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  The  Oxford  Oil  Co 

5.  James  Butler  #1 

6. 

7.  Muskingum,  OH 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  &  Oil  Corp 

1.80- 24996 

2.  34-119-25064-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Leader  Equities  Inc 

5.  McCoy-Calvert  #1 

6. 

7.  Muskingum,  OH 
8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  American  Energy  Services  Inc 

1.  80-24997 

2.  34-121-21459-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Etablissement  Tiberiade 

5.  B  C  Farms  #4 

6. 

7.  Noble  OH  3 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24998 

2.  34-121-21462-0014 

3. 108  000  900 

4.  Etablissement  Tiberiade 

5.  B  C  Farms  #2 

6. 

7.  Noble  OH 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1960 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-24999 

2.  34-121-21558-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Etablissement  Tiberiade 

5.  B  C  Farms  #3 
& 

7.  Noble  OH 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.80- 25000 


2.  34-127-24040-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Bethel  Resources  Inc 

5.  Lowell  Koehler  #1 

6. 

7.  Perry  OH 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.80- 25001 

2.  34-127-24227-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Bethel  Resources  Inc 

5.  Russell  Presgraves  #1 

6. 

7.  Perry  OH 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25002 

2.  34-127-24312-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petro  Oil  Co 

5.  Plaisted  #1 

6. 

7.  Perry  OH 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25003 

2.  34-127-24609-0014 

3. 103  000  000  . 

4.  Partners  Oil  Company 

5.  #1-79C  McClellan 

6. 

7,  Perry  OH 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.80- 25004 

2.  34-127-24929-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Bell  Oil  Co 

5.  Harry  Spohn  #1 

6.  Junction  City  Quad 

7.  Perry  OH 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  National  Gas  Corp 

1.  80-25005 

2.  34-133-21908-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  POI  Energy  Inc 

5.  Conover  #1 

6. 

7.  Portage  OH 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25006 

2.  34-133-22177-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Viking  Resources  Corporation 

5.  Hallock  #3 

6. 

7.  Portage  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25007 

2.  34-133-22181-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Viking  Resources  Corporation 

5.  Hallock  #2 

6. 


7.  Portage  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  60-25008 

2.  34-151-01207-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Green  Gas  Company 

5.  Paul  J  Teresa  M  Middaugh  #2 

6. 

7.  Stark  OH 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  ^st  Ohio  Gas  company 

1.80- 25009 

2.  34-151-22979-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  DLM  Gas  &  Oil  Company 

5.  Sanders  Unit  #1 

6. 

7.  Stark  OH 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Co 

1.80- 25010 

2.  34-151-22990-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  DLM  Gas  &  Oil  Company 
'  5.  R  Dysle  #1 

6. 

7.  Stark  OH 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25011 

2.  34-151-23090-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petrocon  Inc 

5.  Dimmerling  A  #1 

6. 

7.  Stark  OH 

8.  7.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.80- 25012 

2.  34-153-20604-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  POI  Energy  Inc 

5.  Case  #1 

6. 

7.  Summit  OH 

8.  80.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25013 

2.  34-153-20696-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  POI  Energy  Inc 

5.  TOP  Roc  #5 

6. 

7.  Summit  OH 

8.  80.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25014 

2.  34-153-20698-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  POI  Energy  Inc 

5.  Genovese  #2 

6. 

7.  Summit  OH 

8.  35.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25015 
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2.  34-153-20740-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Bartlo  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  R  Cox  #2 

6. 

7.  Summit  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25016 

2.  34-157-21378-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  ]  &  B  Gas  Co 

5.  Stein  Canfield  #1 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  21.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25017 

2.  34-157-21416-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  ]  &  B  Gas  Co 

5.  Lautzenheiser  Comm  #1 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25018 

2.  34-157-21433-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  B  Gas  Co 

5.  Lautzenheiser  #1 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  7.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25019 

2.  34-157-21714-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  ]  &  B  Gas  Co 

5.  Kislig  #1 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 
8. 4.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25020 

2.  34-157-21978-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  B  Gas  Co 

5.  Breyer  lA 

6. 

7.  Tuscaraw'as  OH 

8.  3.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25021 

2.  34-157-22019-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  B  Gas  Co 

5.  Breyer  IB 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  3.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  East  Ohio  Gas  Company 
1. 80-25022 

2.  34-157-23384-0014 
o  inq  nnn  nnn 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  Walter  Swihart  #1 

6. 


7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25023 

2.  34-157-23391-0014 
Q  non  nnn 

4!  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  Marino  #5 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  29.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25024 

2.  34-157-23403-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  G  Burky  Unit  #1 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 
8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25025 

2.  34-157-23413-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.,  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  Baab-Hershberger  #1 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  24.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1. 80-25026  '' 

2.  34-157-23446-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  A  Brown  #2 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25027 

2.  34-157-23448-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Floyd  E  Kimble  dba  Red  Hill  Dev 

5.  M  Miller  #5 

6. 

7.  Tuscarawas  OH 

8.  28.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25028 

2.  34-167-23966-0014 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cline  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Hughey  #1 

6. 

7.  Washington  OH 
8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25029 

2.  34-167-24067-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Lewis  Lang  #1-A 

6.  Flemming 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  735.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Clinton  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25030 


2.  34-167-24082-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Pauline  Gale  #1  Well 

6. 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  7.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25031 

2.  34-167-24155-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  G  Sauer  #1 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25032 

2.  34-167-24190-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  W  H  Bell  #1 

6.  Barlow 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  96000.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25033 

2.  34-167-24301-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  Inda-Stone  #2 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25034 

2.  34-167-24337-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  Ronald  Neely  #1 

6.  Marietta  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25035 

2.  34-167-24338-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  W  G  Kidd  #1 

6.  Marietta  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25036 

2.  34-167-24361-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  R  Swartz  #3 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  3.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25037 

2.  34-167-24362-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  R  Swartz  #6 

6.  Reno  Field 
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7.  Washington  OH 

8.  5.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25038 

2.  34-167-24363-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  R  Swartz  #5 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25039 

2.  34-167-24406-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Richard  Zimmer  #1 

6.  Barlow 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 670.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.80- 25040 

2.  34-167-24591-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  G  Sauer  #2 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 14.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25041 

2.  34-167-24610-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Charles  Kendal  #1 

6.  New  Matamoras 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  275.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25042 

2.  34-167-24630-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  USA  Mildred  (Roach  &  Rishel)  #1 

6.  Archers  Fork 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 1.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25043 

2.  34-167-24648-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  USA  &  Mary  Baxter  #1 

8. 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  290.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.80- 25044 

2.  34-167-24672-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Freda  B  Cunningham  #1 

6.  Flemming 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  675.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas 
1.  80-25045 


2.  34-167-24684-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  H  C  &  Loretta  Dowler  #1 

6.  Fleming  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  455.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.80-25046 

2.  34-167-24709-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  American  Growers  #1 

6.  Flemming 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  River  Gas 

1.  80-25047 

2.  34-167-24735-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Theodore  Dye  #1 

6.  New  Matamoras 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  430.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25048 

2.  34-167-24758-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  D  Satterfield  #1 

6.  Newport  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 9.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25049 

2.  34-167-24778-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  William  Wulfert  #1 

6.  Newport  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 14.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25050 

2.  34-167-24871-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  Ford  Starkey  #2 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25051 

2.  34-167-24872-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  Ford  Starkey  #1 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25052 

2.  34-167-24928-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  Robert  Hall  #1 

6.  Reno  Field 


7.  Washington  OH 

8.  9.0  million  cubic 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25053 

2.  34-167-24929-00 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  R  Hall  #1 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  7.7  million  cubic 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25054 

2.  34-167-24958-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Quadrant  Exploration  Corp 

5.  Cecil  &  Kathryn  Bamhouse  #1 

6. 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  62.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 


1.  80-25055 

2.  34-167-25011-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lauderman  Oil  &  Gas  Drilling 

5.  Freda  B  Cunningham  #2 

6. 

7.  Washington  OH 

8.  425.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25056 

2.  34-167-25036-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  Dan  Ullman  et  al  #2 

6.  Reno  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 14.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25057 

2.  34-167-25067-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  W  Riggs  Inc 

5.  Gale  Strickler  #1 

6.  Lawrence  Field 

7.  Washington  OH 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25058 

2.  34-169-22228-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Earth  Resources  Expl  Dev  Corp 

5.  Wyckoff  #1 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH  * 

8.  25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  86-25059 

2.  34-169-22233-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Earth  Resources  Expl  Dev  Corp 

5.  Cross  #1 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.80-25060 
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2.  34-169-22234-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Earth  Resources  Expl  Dev  Corp 

5.  Weinman  #1 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH 

8.  25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25061 

2.  34-169-22235-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Earth  Resources  Expl  Dev  Corp 

5.  G  and  J  Cross  #1 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25062 

2.  34-169-22236-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Earth  Resources  Expl  Dev  Corp 

5.  Weinman  #2 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25063 

2.  34-169-22263-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Earth  Resources  Expl  Dev  Corp 

5.  Wiles  #1 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  I'ransmission  Corp 

1.  80-25064 

2.  34-169-22266-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Earth  Resources  Expl  Dev  Corp 

5.  Weinman  #3 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-25065 

2.  34-169-22281-0014 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  H  E  Rupp 

5.  Morrison  #1 

6. 

7.  Wayne  OH 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10. 

West  Virginia  Department  of  Mines,  Oil  and 
Gas  Division 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  Annual  Volume 

9.  Date  Received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1. 80-25482 

2.  47-039-00844-0000 

3. 108  000  000 


4.  Cabot  Corp 

5.  M  M  Derrick  1-994 

6.  Sissonville  Oriskany 

7.  Kanawha  WV 

8.  4.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  Cabot  Corp 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operatorr 

5.  Well  name 

.  6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  Annual  Volume 

9.  Date  Received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25072/NM-112-78 

2.  30-045—00000-0000-0 

3. 108  000  000  denied 

4.  Dugan  Production  Corp 

5.  Pet  Inc  #1 

6.  0]0  Gallup 

7.  San  ]uan  NM 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  3, 1980 

10. 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Casper,  Wyo. 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  Annual  Volume 

9.  Date  Received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25071 /CC1217-9 

2.  05-045—06189-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Walter  S  Fees  Jr 

5.  Govt  #1-5 

6.  Bridle  Beld 

7.  Garfield  CO 

8.  65.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  1, 1980 

10.  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  Co 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  commission  on  or 
before  May  23, 1980. 


Please  reference  the  FERC  control 
number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc,  80-14215  Filed  6-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  C0DE  '6450-85-M 


[No.  187] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

Issued:  May  1, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission  received  notices  from  the 
jurisdictional  agencies  listed  below  of 
determinations  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
274.104  and  applicable  to  the  indicated 
wells  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978. 

Texas  Railroad  Commission  Oil  and  Gas 
Division 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-25661/01986 

2.  42-249-30933-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Raider  Oil  Corp 

5.  Amelia  Carter  Torrans  No  1 

6.  Tsesmelis  West 

7.  Jim  Wells  TX 

8. 150.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Valley  Gas  Transmission 

1.  80-25662/01914 

2.  42-469-31328-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Vanderbilt  Resources  Corp 

5.  Johnson  No  1 

6.  Schroeder 

7.  Victoria  TX 

8. 175.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  C-B  Gas  Gathering  Co  Inc 

1.  80-25663/01896 

2.  42-165-10750-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

5.  Coffey  Gas  Unit  #1 

6.  Seminole 

7.  Gaines  TX 

8. 17.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Pioneer  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25664/01767 

2.  42-357-30788-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Horizon  Oil  &  Gas  Co  of  Texas 

5.  Leslie  1-134  73962 

6.  Wyatt  (Lower  Morrow) 

7.  Ochiltree  TX 
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8. 60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Diamond  Shamrock  Corp 

1. 80- 25665/01717 

2.42- 49-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  John  R  Thompson  Operating  Inc 

5.  R  W  Lucas  A  #1 

6.  Brown  County  Regular 

7.  Brown  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Sioux  Pipeline  Co 
1. 60-25666/00954 

2. 42- 393-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Baker  &  Taylor  Drilling  Co 

5.  The  Mother  Bear  #1 

6.  Red  Deer  (Penn  G] 

7.  Roberts  TX 

8. 64.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Transwestem  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 25667/00275 

2. 42- 211-30070-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  McCulloch  Oil  Corp  of  Texas 

5.  Mathers  Ranch  No  3 

6.  Humphreys-Douglas 

7.  Hemphill  TX 

8. 3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25668/00255 

2.  42-211-30105-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  McCulloch  Oil  Corp  of  Texas 

5.  Humphreys  lA 

6.  Humphreys-Douglas 

7.  HemphiU  TX 

8. 7.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1960 

10.  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25669/00212 

2.42- 365-00000-0000 

3.103  000000 

4.  Huggs  Inc 

5.  Johnston  et  al  #1 — SN005832 

6.  Carthage  (Glen  Rose)  Field 

7.  Panola  TX 

8. 136.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co 
1.  80-25670/00131 

2.42- 505-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Gulf  Energy  Producing  Co 

5.  A  V  Navarro  #Q-1 

6.  Lopeno  (Queen  City  Upper) 

7.  Zapata  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Teimessee  Gas  Pipeline 

1. 80- 25671/00108 

2. 42- 461-31302-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Hunt  Oil  Co 

5.  V  T  Amacker  76  #1  07516 

6.  Amacker-Tippett  SW  (Wolfcamp) 

7.  Upton  TX 

8. 58.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Q  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25672/00107 


2. 42- 461-31242-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Hunt  Oil  Co 

5.  V  T  Amacker  E-82  #2  007358 

6.  Amacker-Tippett  SW  (Wolfcamp) 

7.  Upton  TX 

8. 36.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25673/03885 

2. 42- 435-32037-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Meckel  #9C 

6.  Sonora 

7.  Sutton  TX 

8.  72.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natmal  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25674/03898 

2. 42- 179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Lefors  Petroleum  Co  Inc 

5.  Saunders  #3  (25868) 

6.  Panhandle 

7. GrayTX 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1. 80- 25675/02210 

2. 42- 317-31929-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Adobe  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Zimmerman  24782 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Martin  TX 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Adobe  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

1. 80- 25676/01987 

2. 42- 373-30426-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Woolf  &  Magee  Inc 

5.  R  E  Birch  #1  (80716) 

6.  Damascus  (Woodbine  9300) 

7. PolkTX 

8.  730.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 25677/03389 

2. 42- 065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  oob 

4.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Cooper  B  No  4 

6.  Panhandle  Carson 

7.  Carson  TX 

8. 2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1. 80- 25678/03302 

2.  42-483-26262-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Sherwood  #1 

6.  Panhandle  East 

7.  Wheeler  TX 

8. 5.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25679/03272 

2.  42-087-26128-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Laycock  10 

6.  Panhandle  East 


7.  Collingsworth  TX 
8. 22.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9^1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25680/03262 

2. 42- 087-26266-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Smith  4 

6.  Panhandle  East 

7.  Collingsworth  TX 

6. 13.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Q  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25681/03253 

2. 42- 087-36885-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Bell  #2  D 

6.  Panhandle  East 

7.  Collingsworth  TX 

8. 14.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25682/02784 

2. 42- 363-31783-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Dallas  Production  Inc 

5.  Richards  No  1 

6.  Bob  Richards  Ranch  (Congl) 

7.  Palo  Pinto  TX 

8. 90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Texas  Utilities  Fuel  Co 

1. 80- 25683/02721 

2. 42- 233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Hiillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Johnson — QQ  No  1 

6.  Panhandle  West 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8. 16.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natinal  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25684/03942 

2. 42- 185-30055-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Cashco  Energy  Corp 

5.  F I  Johnson  No  3 

6.  Hill  (Woodbine) 

7.  Grimes  TX 

8. 140.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Armour  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 25685/03498 

2. 42- 341-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  W  L  Bruce  Operator 

5.  Guleke  #5  RRC  03432 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Moore  TX 

6. 10.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-25686/03643 

2. 42- 431-30660-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  R  C  Bennett 

5.  Bade  #1 

6.  Conger  (Penn) 

7.  Sterling  TX 

6. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Lo-Vaca  Gathering  Co 

1. 80- 25687/03653 
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2.  42-417-32408-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Seely  Oil  Co 

5.  Matthews  #1  14771 

6.  Albany  S  (Atoka  4400) 

7.  Shackelford  TX 

8.  54.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Petroleum  Corporation  of  Texas 

1.  80-25688/03656 

2.  42-417-32622-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Seely  Oil  Co 

5.  Ruth  Dyer  Elliott  60-1 14719 

6.  McFarlane  (Miss) 

7.  Shackelford  TX 

8.  53.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-25689/03660 

2.  42-417-32532-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Seely  Oil  Co 

5.  Casey  #1 14467 

6.  Albany  S  (Atoka  4400) 

7.  Shackelford  TX 

8.  38.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Petroleum  Corporation  of  Texas 

1.  80-25690/03731 

2.  42-079-30910-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Northwest  Mallet  Unit  No  164 

6.  Slaughter 

7.  Hockley  TX 

8.  25.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  EL  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25691/03769 

2. 42-003-04497-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Bum-A  No  6  (08387) 

6.  Goldsmith  (5600) 

7.  Andrews  TX 

8.  5.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25692/03879 

2.  42-435-32021-0000 

3. 103  OK)  000 

4.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Steen  #17 

6.  Sonora 

7.  Sutton  TX 

8. 163.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25693/03916 

2.  42-185-30051-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Cashco  Energy  Corp 

5.  C  A  Poellnitz  No  1 

6.  Hill  (Woodbine) 

7.  Grimes  TX 

8.  36.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Armour  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-25694/04195 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4512 

6.  jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 


7.  Borden  TX 

8.  31.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co  (1) 

1.  80-25695/04194 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  5-6 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8. 5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25696/04191 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4343 

6.  jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  54.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25697/04190 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4431 

6.  jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 

7.  Borden  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25698/04187 

2.  42-237-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mitchell  Energy  Corporation 

5.  Eugene  Moser  #1  21521 

6.  Meander  West  (Bend  Congl) 

7.  Jack  TX 

8.  6.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 

1.  80-25699/04164 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  3431 

6.  jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 

7.  Borden  TX 

8. 4.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25700/04163 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4422 

6.  jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  56.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25701/04161 

2.  42-033-<K)000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4521 

6.  jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 

7.  Borden  TX 

8. 44.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25702/04160 


2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4323 

6.  jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  35.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25703/04157 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  2130 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8.  70.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25704/04148 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  #2235 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 
1. 80-25705/04145 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  1205 

6.  Wasson  (San  Amdres) 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25706/04113 

2.  42-367-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mitchell  Energy  Corp 

5.  C  W  Scaling  #1  44021 

6.  Toto  (Bend  Congl  Lower) 

7.  Parker  TX 

8. 15.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 

1.  80-25707/03969 

2.  42-103-31953-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Warren  Petroleum  Co  Div/Gulf  Oil  Co 

5.  P  J  Lea  et  al  #70 

6.  Lea  (San  Andres) 

7.  Crane  TX 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25708/03960 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Dunigan  Operating  Co  Inc 

5.  Nancy  Davis  #1 

6.  Panhandle  East 

7.  Gray  TX 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25709/04362 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  #3238  ■ 

6.  Wasson 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


30517 


7.  Yoakum  TX 

2. 42-501-00000-0000 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 12.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  2126 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25710/04360 

6.  Wasson 

1.  80-25725/04314 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

2. 42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .2milIion  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  2136 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-14 

6.  Wasson 

1.  80-25718/04336 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  11-3 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25711/04359 

6.  Jordan 

1.  80-25726/04313 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

7.  Ector  TX 

2. 42-135-00000-0000 

3.103  000000 

8. 14.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  3246 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  6-9 

6.  Wasson  ^ 

1.  80-25719/04334 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

2.  42-165-00000-0000 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  33.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  L  R  Wood  No  8 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25712/04357 

6.  Robertson  N 

1.  80-25727/04211 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

7.  Gaines  TX 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  31.6  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  2226 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4411 

6.  Wasson 

1.  80-25720/04333 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  25.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-21 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25713/04355 

6.  Jordan 

1.  80-25728/04210 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

7.  Ector  TX 

2. 42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  4302 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4433 

6.  Wasson 

1.  80-25721/04332 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 19.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  3-15 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25714/04353 

6.  Jordan 

1.  80-25729/04209 

2.  42-135-0000tMXX)0 

7.  Ector  TX 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9. 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-15 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  3442 

6.  Jordan 

1. 80-25722/04325  _ 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

7.  Ector  TX 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 31.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  3512 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25715/04342 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

1.  80-25730/04208 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

7.  Borden  TX 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  21.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  #5-^ 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4532 

6.  Jordan 

1.  80-25723/04324 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

7.  Ector  TX 

2.  42-105-00000-0000 

7.  Borden  TX 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  34.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980* 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  C  E  Davidson  Jr  NCT-1  No  3 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25716/04338 

— 

6.  Davidson  Ranch  (Penn  7890) 

1.  80-25731/04203 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

7.  Crockett  TX 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  292.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4334 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  4541 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

1. 80-25724/04321 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

7.  Borden  TX 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 

7.  Borden  TX 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 31.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  3430 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.80-25717/04337 

6.  Jo  Mill  (SpraberryJ 

1. 80-25732/04201 
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2.  42-165-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  A  B  Wharton  Jr  No  90 

6.  Robertson  (San  Andres) 

7.  Gaines  TX 

8.  365.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25733/04200 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-22 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  29.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1080 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25734/04199 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  2137 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25735/04198 

2.  42-033-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Jo  Mill  Unit  No  5414 

6.  Jo  Mill  (Spraberry) 

7.  Borden  TX 

8.  23.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25736/04197 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-18 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25737/04196 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  »13-8 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25738/04368 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  J?7-5 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25739/04367 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  4-5 

6.  Jordan 


7.  Ector  TX 

8. 19.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25740/04366 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  13-5 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8. 11.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25741/04365 

2.  42-165-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  A  B  Wharton  Jr  No  92 

6.  Roberston  (San  Andres) 

7.  Gaines  TX 

8.  4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25742/04364 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  #3318 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8.  31.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25743/04363 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  No  3247 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 
'l.  80-25744/04565 

2. 42-323-31288-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  7121  02082 

6.  Sacatosa  (San  Miguel  No  1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lo  Vaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25745/04549 

2.  42-357-30782-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Santa  Fe  Energy  Company 

5.  Wiebe  #1-2 

6.  S  E  Share  (Upper  Morrow) 

7.  Ochiltree  TX 

8.  72.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Company 

1.  80-25746/04506 

2.  42-501-31516-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Company 

5.  Wasson  ODC  Unit  No  516 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Company 
1.  80-25747/04470 


2.  42-115-31219-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petroleum  Expl  &  Dev  Funds  Inc 

5.  Crow  #2 

6.  Patrica  NE  (Spraberry) 

7.  Dawson  TX 

8.  6.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-25748/04387 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  6-12 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  3.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25749/04665 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  G  C  Herrmann  Company 

5.  Hudgins  #1 

6.  Panhandle  East 

7.  Gray  TX 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25750/04592 

2.  42-427-31228-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  T  B  Slick  Est  A  No  153  76066 

6.  Rincon  (B-1  Frio) 

7.  Starr  TX 

8.  64.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-25751/04583 

2.  42-131-32512-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Robert  Driscoll  No  132-L  78391 

6.  Conoco  Driscoll  (Govt  Wells  1  Up) 

7.  Duval  TX 

8.  65.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Transco  Gas  Pipe  Line 

1.  80-25752/04582 

2.  42-323-31292-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  7119  02082 

6.  Sacatosa  (San  Miguel  No  1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lo  Vaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25753/04581 

2.  42-323-31284-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  6411  02082 

6.  Sacatosa  (San  Miguel  #1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lovaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25754/04578 

2.  42-323-31298-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  7021  02082 

6.  Sacatosa  (San  Miguel  #1  Sand) 
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7.  Maverick  TX 

8.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lovaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25755/04577 

2.  42-323-31300-0000 
'  3.103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N I  Chittim  No  7122  02082 

6.  Sacatosa  (San  Miguel  No  1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Lo  Vaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25756/04576 

2.  42-323-31280-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  6926  02082 

6.  Sacotosa  (San  Miguel  #1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lovaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25757/04574 

2.  42-323-31296-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  )  Chittim  No  7024  02082 

6.  Sacotosa  (San  Miguel  #1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

6.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  lovaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25758/04382 

2.  42-105-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  C  E  Davidson  Jr  B  No  7 

6.  Davidson  Ranch  Penn  (7890) 

7.  Crockett  TX 

8.  292.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25759/04380 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  (ordan  Unit  #7-7 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

6.  31.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1960 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25760/04379 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  6-11 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

6.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-25761/04378 

2. 42-135-00006-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  7-6 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  86-25762/04839 


2.  42-317-31923-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Parker  &  Parsley  Inc 

5.  Hillger  Lease  Well  No  1 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Martin  TX 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-25763/04567 

2.  42-505-31024-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  G  De  Carreon  No  1  78840 

6.  Hundido  (9300) 

7.  Zapata  TX 

8. 181.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Houston  Pipeline  Company 

1.  80-25764/04388 

2.  42-135-00006-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-20 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25765/04385 

2.  42-105-60000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  C  E  Davidson  Jr  NCT-1  No  4 

6.  Davidson  Ranch  (Penn  7890) 

7.  Crockett  County  TX 

8.  365.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  86-25766/04384 

2.  42-135-60000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  13-6 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  86-25767/04383 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  #13-7 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25768/04682 

2.  42-103-31477-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Warren  Petroleum  Co  Div/Gulf  Oil  Co 

5.  M  F  Henderson  #166 

6.  C-Bar  (San  Andres) 

7.  Crane  TX 

8. 41.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25769/04681 

2.  42-083-31403-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  M  J  Brannon 

5.  W  T  Cowan  #1 

6.  Burkett  S  W  (Duffer) 


7.  Coleman  TX 

8.  60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  West  Cen-Tex  Gas  Co 

1.  86-25770/04573 

2.  42-323-31295-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  7023  02082 

6.  Sacotosa  (San  Miguel  #1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8.  6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lovaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  86-25771/04572 

2.  42-323-31277-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  6549  02082 

6.  Sacotosa  (San  Miguel  #1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8. 6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lovaca  Gathering  Company 

1.  80-25772/04569 

2.  42-323-31296-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  N  J  Chittim  No  7117  02082 

6.  Sacotosa  (San  Miguel  No  1  Sand) 

7.  Maverick  TX 

8. 6.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  lovaca  Gathering  Company 
1.  80-25773/04838 

2. 42-r317-31964-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Parker  &  Parsley  Inc 

5.  Derhoff  Lease  Well  No  1 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Martin  TX 

8.  24.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Adobe  Oil  &  Gas  Corporation 

1.  80-25774/04827 

2.  42-179-00006-6000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  G  C  Herrmann  Company 

5.  Hudgins  #2 

6.  Panhandle  East 

7.  Gray  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25775/04758 

2.  42-103-31505-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Warren  Petroleum  Co  Div/Gulf  Oil  Co 

5.  M  F  Henderson  #161 

6.  C-Bar  (San  Andres) 

7.  Crane  TX 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  86-25776/04755 

2.  42-103-31952-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Warren  Petroleum  Co  Div/Gulf  Oil  Co 

5.  P  J  Lea  et  al  #73 

6.  Lea  (San  Andres) 

7.  Crane  TX 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25777/04709 
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2.  42-317-32037-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Parker  &  Parsley  Inc 

5.  Powell  Lease  Well  No  1 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Martin  TX 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Adobe  Oil  &  Gas  Corporation 

1.  80-25778/04697 

2.  42-355-30860-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Gillring  Oil  Co 

5.  C  P  Talbert  11-T  (71589) 

6.  Agua  Dulce  /8570/ 

7.  Nueces  TX 

8.  438.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company 

1.  80-25779/04954 

2.  42-105-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  American  Quasar  Petroleum  Co 

5.  Jones  Ranch  4-27 

6. 1980  FWL  &  1980  FSL  Sec  27  Blk  KL  T 

7.  Crockett  TX 

8.  55.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Intratex  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25780/04986 

2.  42-131-31822-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Camp  Oil  Co  &  N  E  Thompson 

5.  Driscoll  Foundation  No  1 

6.  Conoco  Driscoll  (Cole  -N-) 

7.  Duval  TX 

8.  493.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp 

1.  80-25781/05002 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4. 1 M  Huber  Corporation 

5.  Mayfield  B&C  No  C6 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 
1.  80-25782/05004 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  M  Huber  Corporation 

5.  Mayfield  B&C  No  C9 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25783/05013 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  M  Huber  Corporation 

5.  Mayfield  B&C  No  C3 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25784/05043 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  )  M  Huber  Corporation 

5.  Mayfield  B&C  No  CIS 

6.  Panhandle 


7.  Hutchinson  TX 
8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25785/05056 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  )  M  Huber  Corporation 

5.  Mayfield  B&C  No  Cl7 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company 

1.  80-25786/04377 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-13 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  7.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25787/04376 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-24 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25788/04374 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-16 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8. 169.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25789/04373 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  #1511 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  23.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25790/04372 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  6-10 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25791/04371 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  14-17 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-25792/04370 


2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  #6-14 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  3.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  86-25793/04369 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  West  Jordan  Unit  No  6-13 

6.  Jordan 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25794/06075 

2.  42-135-33073-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  L  E  Wight  18-7  (25220)  #1 

6.  Cowden  North 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  79.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Production  Co 

1.  80-25795/06096 

2.  42-501-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Roberts  Unit  #4236 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25796/06238 

2. 42-179-30595-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  Emma  Jackson  #14 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25797/06242 

2.  42-131-32332-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  J  R  Foster  #50 

6.  Hagist  Ranch  (Queen  City  Sand) 

7.  Duval  TX 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 

1.  80-25798/06252 

2.  42-435-31454-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co  ' 

5.  Mildred  Cauthom  15  No  1 

6.  Jo  Nell  (Canyon  D) 

7.  Sutton  TX 

8.  9.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  United  Texas  Transmission  Co 

1.  80-25799/05807 

2.  42-227-31665-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  W  L  Foster  1  #50 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 


30521 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


7.  Howard  TX 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

7.  Ward.  TX. 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  L  R.  Spradling 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  Whittenburg  No.  5 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25800/05821 

6.  Panhandle 

1.80-25815/05679 

2.  42-079-30804-0000 

7.  Hutchinson.  TX. 

2.  42-505-30875-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  Conoco-Dean  Unit  (60106)  #122 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

5.  ).  E.  Briones  #1 

6.  Slaughter/San  Andres/ 

1.  80-25808/05754 

6.  Laredo  (Lobo) 

7.  Cocluan  TX 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

7.  Lapata,  TX. 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 106  000  000 

8. 99.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  L  R.  Spradling 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Whittenburg  No.  3 

10.  I^vaca  Gathering  Co. 

1.  80-25801/05852 

6.  Panhandle 

1.  80-25816/05678 

2.  42-003-31658-0000 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

2.  42-475-31583-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  W  T  Ford  (01665)  #51 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

5.  J.  F.  York  Tr  B  No.  49 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

1.  80-25809/05685 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Andrews  TX 

2. 42-483-30560-0000 

7.  Ward.  TX. 

8. 3.8  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Pet  Co 

5.  J.  W.  Young  #3 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25802/05983 

6.  Mills  Ranch 

1.  80-25817/05675 

2.42-065-00000-0000 

7.  Wheeler.  TX. 

2,  42-227-31672-0000 

3. 106  000  000 

8. 146.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

'  9.  April  9. 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  A  F  Bennett  No  3 

10.  Mississippi  River  Trans.  Corp. 

5.  W.  L  Foster  1  #46 

6.  W  Panhandle 

1.  80-25810/05682 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Carson  TX 

2.  42-475-30977-0000 

7.  Howard,  TX. 

8. 17.3  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

5. 1.F,YorkTr3#39 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25803/06064 

6.  South  Ward 

1.  80-25818/05670 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

2. 42-475-31770-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  263.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  S  B  Bumett-A  No  12 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

5.  J.  F.  York  Tr  #1— No.  54 

6.  Carson-Hutchinson 

1.  80-25811/05681 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

2.  42-505-30552-0000 

7.  Ward.  TX. 

8. 9.3  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

5.  C.  L  McCann  #1 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25804/05806 

6.  Laredo  (Lobo) . 

1.  80-25819/05669 

2.  42-227-31463-0000 

7.  Zapata,  TX. 

2.  42-335-31369-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  726.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1960 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  A  M  Bell  36R 

10.  Lo-Vaca  Gathering  Co. 

5,  W.  L  Foster  1  #51 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

1.  80-25812/05665 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

2.  42-227-31631-0000 

7.  Mitchell.  TX. 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  W.  L.  Foster  1  #45 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25805/05805 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

1.  80-25820/05668 

2.  42-227-31465-0000 

7.  Howard,  TX, 

2. 42-475-31584-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  34.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  A  M  Bell  38 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

5.  J.  F.  York  Tr  II  No.  50 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

1.  80-25813/05666 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Howard  TX 

2.  42-227-31462-0000 

7.  Ward.  TX. 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  A.  M.  Bell  35 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25806/05760 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

1.  80-25821/05667 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

7.  Howard.  TX. 

2. 42-475-31579-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 5.9  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #10 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co, 

5.  D.  B.  Durgin  #79 

6.  Panhandle 

1.  80-25814/05680 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

2.  42-475-30979-0000 

7.  Ward,  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

3. 103  000  000 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

5.  D,  B.  Durgin  #77 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25807/05759 

6.  South  Ward 

1.  80-25822/05590 
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2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  R.  Spradling 

5.  Lone  Star  No.  2 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

8.  4.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25823/05588 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #1 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25824/05587 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #2 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25825/05586 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #6 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25826/05531 

2.  42-227-31194-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  A.  M.  Bell  22 

6.  latan  East  (Howard] 

7.  Howard,  TX. 

8.  4.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25827/05208 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J.  M.  Huber  Corp. 

5.  jack  Johnson  No.  15 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25828/05207 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J.  M.  Huber  Corp. 

5.  jack  Johnson  No.  16 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 
1. 80-25829/05205 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J.  M.  Huber  Corp. 

5.  jack  Johnson  No.  18 

6.  Panhandle 


7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25830/05651 

2.  42-475-31777-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  Hardage  &  Wilson  #24 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Ward,  TX. 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25831/05649 

2.  42-475-30978-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  D.  B.  Durgin  #78 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Ward,  TX. 

8. 1.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1. 80-25832/05648 
2.  42-475-31778-000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  Hardage  &  Wilson  #23 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Ward,  TX. 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25833/05647 

2.  42-475-31582-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc. 

5.  Hardage  &  Wilson  #22 

6.  South  Ward 

7.  Ward.  TX. 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Nueces  Co. 

1.  80-25834/05640 
2. 42-101-30065-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Bass  Enterprises  Production  Co. 

5.  C.  Havins  #1 

6.  Stescott  Field 

7.  Cottle,  TX. 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Palo  Duro  P.  L.  Co. 

1.  80-25835/05602 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

5.  Whittenburg  No.  2 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25836/05601 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #9 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25837/05599 


2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #8 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25838/05597 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #5 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25839/05596 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #4 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25840/05595 

2. 42- 179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L.  R.  Spradling 

5.  M.  C.  Doss  #9 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25841/05061 

2. 42- 367-31229-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Mitchell  Energy  Corp. 

5.  J.  T.  Boyd  #1  79705 

6.  Dicey  (Conglomerate) 

7.  Parker,  TX, 

8. 182.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 

1.  80-25842/05057 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  J.  M.  Huber  Corp. 

5.  Mayfield  B&C  No.  CIO 

6.  Pai^andle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX, 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25843/05251 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  J.  M.  Huber  Corp. 

5.  jack  Johnson  No.  14 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25844/07103 

2.  42-081-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Corpening  Enterprises 

5.  Lassiter  #1  RRC  07356 

6.  Meadow  Creek  (Canyon] 
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7.  Coke.  TX. 

8. 35.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Sun  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25845/07108 

2.  42-367-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Corpening  Enterprises 

5.  Riscky-Montgomery  Unit  #2  RRC 14405 

8.  Toto  (Strewn  Lower) 

7.  Parker,  TX. 

8. 27.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Texas  Utilities  Fuel  Co. 

1. 80- 25846/07507 

2. 42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amarillo  Oil  Co. 

5.  Zueb  #2-#26624 

8.  East  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

8. 5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Koneer  Natural  Gas  Co. 

1. 80- 25847/07466 

2. 42- 179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000  , 

4.  Amarillo  Oil  Co. 

5.  Darsey  E  #3 

8.  East  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX. 

8. 10.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Koneer  Natural  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25848/07394 

2.42- 065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cal-Tex  Oil  Co. 

5.  Gamer-Ware  (00108)  No.  3 

8.  Panhandle  Carson  County 

7.  Carson,  TX. 

8. 9.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25849/07384 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cal-Tex  Oil  Co. 

5.  Carver  Waterfl.  Unit  #2  (00729)  #18 

6.  Panhandle  Hutchinson  County 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX. 

8.  6.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Diamond  Shamrock  Corp. 

1.  80-25850/07188 

2.  42-285-31260-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Luling  Oil  and  Gas  Co.  Inc. 

5.  Zimmerman  No.  1 

8.  Moulton  (Jackson) 

7.  Lavaca,  TX. 

8. 25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shiner  Gas  Pipeline  Inc. 

1. 80- 25851/07144 

2. 42- 371-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C.  F.  Lawrence  &  Associates,  Ina 

5.  Valley  B  #1  76339 

8.  Owego  (Tubb) 

7.  Pecos,  TX. 

8. 2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25852/07131 


2. 42- 257-30818-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  H  &  L  Operating  Co. 

5.  Witt  04378 

8.  Smith  Perryton  (Morrow  Lower) 

7.  Ochiltree,  TX. 

8. 60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25853/07738 

2. 42- 105-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Delta  Drilling  Co. 

5.  McDonald  18-2L 

6.  Davidson  Ranch  (Penn  7890) 

7.  Crockett,  TX. 

8. 62.0  million  cubic  feet' 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25854/07625 

2. 42- 227-31650-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Britton  Management  Corp. 

5.  Devaney  #1-32 

6.  Coahoma  North  (Fussel) 

7.  Howard,  TX. 

8. 43.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1. 80-25855/07599 

2. 42- 249-30843-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp. 

5.  Lester  Moore  No.  4 

6.  Amargosa 

7.  Jim  Wells.  TX. 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America 
1.  80-25856/07583 

2. 42- 367-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Arrowhead  Energy  Co 

5.  Dora  Tolbert  #1  RRC  ID  31424 

6.  Brazos  East  (Strawn) 

7.  Parker  TX 

8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Southwestern  Gas  Pipeline  Inc 
1.  80-25857/07530 

2. 42- 195-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Gulf  Oil  Corp 

5.  Ogle  Estate  #1 

6.  Hansford 

7.  Hansford  TX 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25858/07513 

2. 42- 003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amarillo  Oil  Co 

5.  University  #1  20775 

6.  Shafter  Lake 

7.  Andrews  TX 

8. 20.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  noneer  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25859/07070 

2. 42- 375-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pioneer  Production  Corp 

5.  Bivins  D  #2-R  40291 

8.  West  Panhandle 


7.  Potter  TX 

8. 8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Koneer  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 25860/06999  / 

2. 42- 167-30658-0000 
3.103  000  000 

4.  The  Superior  Oil  Co 

5.  Cooper-Williams  GU  No  2  Well  1 

6.  Algoa  (47) 

7.  Galveston  TX 

8. 275.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  norida  Gas  Transmission  Co 

1. 80- 25861/06989 

2. 42- 501-31556-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  Denver  Unit  4229 

8.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8. 73.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co  Coltexo  Corp 

1. 80- 25862/06983 

2. 42- 501-31555-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  Denver  Unit  4119 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8. 154.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25863/06976 

2.42- 501-31509-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  SheU  Oil  Co 

5.  Denver  Unit  4432 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8. 44.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co  Coltexo  Corp 
1.  80-25864/06972 

2. 42- 501-31571-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  SheU  Oil  Co 

5.  Denver  Unit  4435 

8.  Wasson  ' 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8.  78.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25865/06971 

2.  42-501-31567-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Shell  Oil  Co 

5.  Denver  Unit  5616 

6.  Wasson 

7.  Yoakum  TX 

8. 245.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  SheU  Oil  Co  Coltexo  Corp 

1. 80- 25866/06912 

2.42- 068-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  S  A  OU  Account 

5.  Gamer-A-(00146)  No  5 

8.  Panhandle  Carson  County 
7.  Carson  TX 

6. 2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Cabot  Corp 
1.  80-25667/6870 
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2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 
«.  8.  E  B  Johnson  No  A-101 

6.  Panhandle  West 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8. 16.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co  of  America 

1.  80-25868/06713 

2.  42-367-31030-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  W  A  Moncrief  Jr 

5.  Grant  No  1 

6.  Buck  Ranch  (Strawn) 

7.  Parker  TX 

8. 129.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Southwestern  Gas  Pipeline  Inc 
1.  80-25869/06697 

2. 42- 393-30274-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Alpar  Resources  Inc 

5.  Christie  Tipps  2-77 

6.  St  Clair 

7.  Roberts  TX 

8. 150.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Pioneer  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25870/06696 

2.  42-393-30599-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Alpar  Resources  Inc 

5.  McMordie  1-87 

6.  St  Clair 

7.  Roberts  TX 

8. 140.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Pioneer  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25871/06624 

2. 42- 479-31530-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Gulf  Oil  Corp 

5.  Armengol  R  Vails  #3  RRC  #73149 

6.  Laredo  (LoboJ  Field 

7.  Webb  County  TX 

8. 35.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lovaca  Gathering  Co 
1.  80-25872/06432 

2. 42- 227-31193-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  25 

6.  latan  East  (HowardJ 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25873/06419 

2. 42- 227-31118-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  20 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 3.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25874/06418 

2.  42-227-31117-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  21 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 


7.  Howard  TX 

8. 8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25875/06414 

2.  42-335-31335-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  W  L  Foster  1  #42 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25876/06393 

2.  42-105-31628-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Leede  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  University  #47-3 

6.  Farmer  (San  Andres) 

7.  Crockett  TX 

8.  5.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Big  Lake  Gas  Corp 

1.  80-25877/06382 

2.  42-227-31192-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  24 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25878/06367 

2.  42-227-31472-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  G  M  Dodge  38 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25879/06366 

2.  42-227-31473-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  G  M  Dodge  37 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1. 80- 25880/06365 

2.  42-227-31470-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  42R 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 3.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25881/06364 

2.  42-227-31191-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  23 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 4.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1. 80- 25882/06363 


2.  42-227-31208-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  26R 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25883/06357 

2. 42- 335-31276-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  W  L  Foster  5  #6R 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  5.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25884/06356 

2.  42-227-31466-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  41R 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  3.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25885/06355 

2.  42-227-31557-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  W  L  Foster  5  #9 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25886/06353 

2. 42- 371-32481-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  Rosa  L  Mitchell  27  #1 

6.  East  Puckett  (Strawn) 

7.  Pecos  TX 

8. 24.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25887/06352 

2.  42-227-31555-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  G  M  Dodge  45 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25888/06350 

2. 42- 227-31475-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  G  M  Dodge  35 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25889/06347 

2.  42-227-31572-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  W  L  foster  1  #41 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 
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7.  Howard  TX 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25890/06346 

2.  42-227-31559-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  G  M  Dodge  43 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25891/06345 

2.  42-335-31342-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  W  L  Foster  5  #11 

6.  latan  East  (Howard] 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25892/06308 

2.  42-227-31476-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  G  M  Dodge  34 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25893/06307 

2.  42-227-31536-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chevron  USA  Inc 

5.  A  M  Bell  #39 

6.  latan  East  (Howard) 

7.  Howard  TX 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25894/06294 

2.  42-179-30638-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  Emma  Jackson  #16 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25895/06293 

2.  42-179-30585-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  Emma  Jackson  #13 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25896/06289 

2.  42-179-30639-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  Emma  Jackson  #15 

6.  Panhandle  Gray  #15 

7.  Gray  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-25897/06279 


2.  42-079-30847-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  F  O  Masten  20  No  4 

6.  Levelland  (San  Andres) 

7.  Cochran  TX 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Co 

1.  80-25898/08447 

2.  42-383-31302-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Saxon  Oil  Co 

5.  University  15-10  #4 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Reagan  TX 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25899/08444 

2.  42-383-31310-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Saxon  Oil  Co 

5.  University  9-10  A  #1 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Reagan  TX 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25900/08443 

2.  42-383-31288-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Saxon  Oil  Co 

5.  University  16-58  #1 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Reagan  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25901/08439 

2.  42-383-31281-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Saxon  Oil  Co 

5.  Turner  #2 

6.  Spraberry  (Trend  Area) 

7.  Reagan  TX 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25902/08387 

2.  42-249-30966-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Lifestyle  Energy  Corp 

5.  James  L  Wolters  EST  A-1  80174 

6.  Quinto  Creek  (Koehler) 

7.  Jim  Wells  TX 

8.  73.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-25903/08369 

2.  42-235-31258-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Hytech  Energy  Corp 

5.  Rocker  B-106  #1 

6.  Ela  Sugg  (Wolfcamp) 

7.  Irion  TX 

8. 8.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25904/08324 

2.  42-103-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Warren  Petroleum  Co  Div/Gulf  Oil  Co 

5.  W  N  Waddell  Etal  No  315 

6.  Sand  Hills  (Tubb) 


7.  Crane  TX 

6. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25905/08322 

2.  42-103-00009-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Warren  Petroleum  Co  Div/Gulf  Oil  Co 

5.  W  N  Waddell  Etal  No  420 

6.  Sand  Hills  (Judkins) 

7.  Crane  TX 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25906/08051 

2.  42-365-00009-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Burnett  Brothers  No  7-T 

6.  Carthagd  (Lower  Pettit) 

7.  Panola  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-25907/08043 

2.  42-495-05247-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  E  G  Hutchings  T-90  No  5 

6.  Kermit  (Yates) 

7.  Winkler  TX 

8. 16.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Cabot  Corp 

1.  89-25908/08032 

2.  42-421-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Walter  Lesley  #1 

6.  Texas  Hugoton 

7.  Sherman  TX 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  iHiillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25909/08018 

2.  42-495-30499-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  E  W  Cowden/A/No  20 

6.  Emperor  (Deep) 

7.  Winkler  TX 

8. 79.2  million  cubic  feet  - 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Cabot  Corp 

1.  89-25910/07999 

2.  42-039-30826-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Richard  Stem  Unit  #1 

6.  Old  Ocean  East  (F-23) 

7.  Brazoria  TX 

8.  800.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25911/07998 

2.  42-039-31195-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Company 

5.  William  Plumb  Unit  #1 

6.  Old  Ocean  East  (F-23) 

7.  Brazoria  TX 

8. 963.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Gas  Co 
1.  80-25912/07997 
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2.  42-355-31198-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  Robert  Laprelle  No.  13 

6.  Petronilla 

7.  Nueces  TX 

8.  40.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-25913/07915 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Sand  Springs  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Hamilton  (01134)  No  22 

6.  Panhandle  Hutchinson  County 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25914/07864 

2.  42-483-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Sand  Springs  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Nicholson  (02903)  No  2 

6.  Panhandle  Wheeler  County 

7.  Wheeler  TX 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Rael  Gas  Co 
1.80-25915/09472 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mobil  Oil  Corp 

5.  Fee  #244  Well  #181 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson  TX 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25916/09470 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

5.  Fee  No.  244  Well  No.l82 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  5.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25917/09467 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

5.  Fee  No.  244  Well  No.l72 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25918/09466 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

5.  Fee  No.  244  Well  No.  173 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25919/09465 

2. 42-065-00000-0000 

3.108  000  000 

4.  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

5.  Fee  No.  244  Well  No.l74 

6.  Panhandle 


7.  Carson,  TX 

8. 1.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25920/09373 

2.  42-219-32620-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co.,  Inc. 

5.  Central  Levelland  Unit  No.  228 

6.  Levelland  -  ,  . 

7.  Hockley.  TX 

8. 1.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Production  Co. 

1.  80-25921/09372 

2.  42-219-32621-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co.,  Inc. 

5.  Central  Levelland  Unit  No.  230 

6.  Levelland 

7.  Hockley.  TX 

8.  2.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Production  Co. 

1.  80-25922/09371 

2.  42-219-32619-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Texas  Pacific  Oil  Co.,  Inc. 

5.  Central  Levelland  Unit  No.  227 

6.  Levelland 

7.  Hockley,  TX 

8. 1.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Production  Co. 

1.  80-25923/09131 

2.  42-247-30839-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Exxon  Corp. 

5.  Marcos  Juarez  5  80636 

6.  Kelsey  Deep  (Zone  21-X  West) 

7.  Jim  Hogg,  TO 

8.  300.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Trunkline  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25924/09041 

2.  42-347-30390-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Jones-O’Brien,  Inc. 

5.  Robert  P.  Foshee  et  al  No.  1  77150 

6.  Naconiche  Creek  (Rodessa  UP) 

7.  Nacogdoches,  TX 

8.  240.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 

1.  80-25925/09481 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

5.  Fee  No.  244  Well  No.  171 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25926/09539 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

5.  W.  G.  Kinzer  No.  3 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25927/09778 


2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  American  Petrofina  Co.  of  Texas 

5.  Hedgecoke-Whittenburg  No.  26 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25928/09783 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  American  Petrofina  Co  of  Texas 

5.  Cowden  “H”  #1  08479 

6.  Goldsmith  5600 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25929/09787 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  American  Petrofina  Co  of  Texas 

5.  Hedgecoke-Whittenburg  #41 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25930/09788 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  American  Petrofina  Co.  of  Texas 

5.  Hedgecoke-Whittenburg  No.  36 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25931/09893 

2.  42-195-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  C.  C.  O'Loughlin,  Jr.,  No.  1 

6.  Twin  (Des  Moines) 

7.  Hansford,  TX 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25932/09896 

2.  42-103-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  State  of  Texas  DX  No.  8 

6.  Dune 

7.  Crane,  TX 

8.  2.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25933/09899 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  J.  E.  C.  Mast  et  al.  NCT-1  No.  3 

6.  Shafter  Lake  (Yates) 

7.  Andrews,  TX 

8.  9.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25934/09901 

2.  42-329-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  Andrew  Faskin  Unit  4  No.  7 

6.  Spraberry  Trend  Area 
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7.  Midland.  TX 

8.  9.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25935/09902 

2.  42-329-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  Andrew  Faskin  Unit  4  No.  2 

6.  Spraberry  Trend  Area 

7.  Midland.  TX 

8.  8.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25936/09903 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  In& 

5.  M.  C.  Burnett  (NCT-5)  No.  7  '  ' 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8. 15.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25937/09904 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  H.  M.  Davis  No.  7 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25938/09032 

2.  42-479-00000-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Sigmor  Corp. 

5.  Tobin  Wood  Signor  Grant  Adami  No.  1 

6.  Adami  (Wilcox  7400) 

7.  Webb.  TX 

8. 109.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  South  Texas  Natural  Gas  Gath  Co. 

1.  89-25939/08719 

2.  42-081-30682-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Exxon  Corp. 

5. 1  A  B  Unit  No.  732 
6. 1 A  B  (Menielle  Penn) 

7.  Coke,  TX 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Sun  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25940/08629 

2.  42-497-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Atapco 

5.  Alvord  Natl  Bk  31319 

6.  Boonsville  (Bend  Congl  Gas) 

7.  Wise,  TX 

8.  7.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Natural  Gas  P  L  Co.  of  America 

1.  80-25941/08548 

2.  42-427-00009-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Huisache  Operating  Co. 

5.  J.  F.  B.  Heard  No.  2  No.  62038 

6.  Rincon  North  (Stray  3300) 

7.  Starr,  TX 

8. 13.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lovaca  Gathering  Co. 

1.  80-25942/08487 


2.  42-367-30505-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  W.  A.  Moncrief,  Jr. 

5.  Winston  No.  7 

6.  Aledo  SE  (1200  Strawn) 

7.  Parker,  TX 

8.  304.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Southwestern  Gas  Pipeline  Co. 

1.  89-25943/09477 

2.  42-179-30637-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tenneco  Oil  Co. 

5.  Combs  No.  171 

6.  Panhandle  Gray  County 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  34.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25944/09989 

2.  42-329-00009-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco.  Inc. 

5.  R.  L.  Pond  No.  32 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  6.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25945/09988 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  R.  L.  Pond  No.  36 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX  ' 

8.  24.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  89-25946/09983 

2.  42-179-00009-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  O.  N.  Frashier  No.  2 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray.  TX 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp. 

1.  80-25947/09950 

2.  42-219-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  Mallet  Land  &  Cattle  Co.  D  No.  10 

6.  Slaughter 

7.  Hockley.  TX 

8.  9.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-25948/09942 
2.42-501-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc, 

5.  H.  O.  Wooten  No.  14 

6.  Wasson  (72) 

7.  Yoakum,  TX 

8.  6.2  million  cubic  feet. 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25949/09941 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  S.  B.  Burnett  NCT-5  No.  12 

6.  Panhandle 


7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  6.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  89-25950/09940 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  S.  B.  Burnett  NCT-5  No.  14 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  7.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25951/09939 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  H.  M.  Davis  No.  2 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  7.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25952/09938 

2.  42-233-00009-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  C.  R.  Gamer  A  NCT-3  No.  32 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25953/09936 
2.42-065-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  E.  J.  Moore  NCT-1  No.  4 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  4.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  89-25954/10012 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  C.  R,  Gamer  A  NCT— 4  No.  4 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp. 

1.  80-25955/09935 

2.  42-329-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  E.  J.  Moore  NCT-1  No.  5 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson.  TX 

8.  3.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25956/09934 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  E.  J.  Moore  NCT-1  No.  6 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  6.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25957/09924 
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2.  42-357-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  G.  M.  Cooper  NCT-2  No.  1 

6.  Spicer 

7.  Ochiltree,  TX 

8.  7.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25958/09916 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  S.  B.  Burnett  NCT-5  No.  15 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  7.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25959/09915 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  S.  B.  Burnett  NCT-5  No.  16 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  7.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25960/09913 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  S.  B.  Burnett  NCT-5  No.  21 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  6.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25961/09909 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  H.  M.  Davis  No.  12 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25962/09908 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  J.  W.  Moore  No.  1 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  6.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25963/09907 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  J.  W.  Moore  No.  5 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  7.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25964/09906 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  J.  W.  Moore  No.  9 
B.  Panhandle 


7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  6.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-25965/09905 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco,  Inc. 

5.  S.  R.  Burnett  NCT-5  No.  25 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  7.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-25966/10002 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  O  N  Frashier  No.  11 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp 

1.  80-25967/10003 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  O  N  Frashier  No.  10 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp 

1.  80-25968/10004 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  O  N  Frashier  No.  7 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp  ' 

1.  80-25969/10005 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  O  N  Frashier  No.  6 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8. 1.32.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp 

1.  80-25970/10006 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  J  E  C  Mast  NCT 1  No  2 

6.  Shafter  Lake  Yates 

7.  Andrews,  TX 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25971/10007 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  E  I  Moore  NCT  1  No.  10 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  7.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25972/10008 


2. 42-065-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  C  R  Garner  B  NCT  4  No.  3 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8. 1.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25973/10009 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  C  R  Garner  A  NCT  4  No.  13 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25974/10010 

2.  42-233-00000^0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  C  R  Garner  A  NCT  4  No.  12 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25975/10011 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  C  R  Gamer  A  NCT  4  No.  6 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25976/10000 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  T  J  Boney  NCT  4  No.  14 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25977/09999 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  William  Jackson  NCT-1  No.  18 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  7.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 
1.  80-25978/09998 

<  2. 42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  William  Jackson  NCT-1  No.  19 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  8.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25979/09997 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  William  Jackson  (NCT-lJ  No.  20 

6.  Panhandle 
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7.  Gray.  TX 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25980/09996 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  William  Jackson  NCT-1  No.  21 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25981/09995 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  William  Jackson  NCT-1  No.  22 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX 

8.  6.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25982/09994 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  William  Jackson  NCT-1  No.  23 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX 

8. 9.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25983/09993 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  R  L  Pond  No.  22 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25984/09992 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  R  L  Pond  No.  23 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8. 13.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25985/09991 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  R  L  Pond  No.  29 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8. 6.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25986/09990 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  R  L  Pond  No.  31 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8. 10.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-25987/09929 


2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  C  R  Carney  A  NCT-3  No.  33 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-25988/09928 

2.  42-179-60000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  E  E  Gething  (NCT-2)  No.  2 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Gray.  TX 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Coltexo  Corp 

1.  80-25989/09927 

2.  42-301-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Loving  F  Fee  No.  2 

6.  Grice  (Delaware) 

7.  Loving,  TX 

8.  4.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25990/10070 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  B  No.  1  02686 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25991/10069 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No.  43  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25992/10068 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  W  H  Boner  A  No.  10  01663 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25993/10067 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  W  H  Boner  A  No.  17  01663 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews,  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25994/10066 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  55  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 


7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25995/10063 

2.  42-079-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Conoco  Dean  Unit  No.  115  60106 

6.  Slaughter 

7.  Cochran,  TX 

8.  5.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Production  Co 

1.  80-25996/10062 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  248  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25997/10071 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  B  No.  7  02686 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-25998/10097 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  77  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-25999/10094 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  95  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26000/10092 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Munger-Nix  No.  15  10694 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews,  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26001/10089 

2.  42-227-00009-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  No.  18  02684 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-26002/10083 
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2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  320  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26003/10079 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  186  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26004/10078 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  172  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26005/10077 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  170  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet  ^ 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26006/10075 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No.  209  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26007/10014 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  T  D  Lewis  NCT-4  No.  22 

6.  Panhandle  (Hutchinson  County) 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26008/10015 

2.  42-233-00000^^0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  T  D  Lewis  NCT-4  No.  17 

6.  Panhandle  (Hutchinson  County) 

7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  3.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26009/10016 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  T  D  Lewis  NCT-4  No.  5 

6.  Panhandle  (Hutchinson  County) 


7.  Hutchinson,  TX 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26010/10017 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  E  J  Moore  NCT-1  No.  29 

6.  Panhandle  (Hutchinson  County) 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-26011/10018 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  E I  Moore  NCT-1  No.  28 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26012/10019 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  E I  Moore  NCT-1  No.  21 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson,  TX 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 
1.  80-26013/10020 

2. 42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  E  I  Moore  NCT-1  No.  19 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson.  TX 

8.  5.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26014/10021 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  WW  Harrah  No.  10 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray.  TX 

8.  3.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee 

1.  80-26015/10022 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3.108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  W  W  Harrah  No.  9 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray,  TX 

8.  4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp 

1.  80-26016/10023 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  W  W  Harrah  #6 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray  TX 

8.  3.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp 
1.  80-26017/10024 


2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  W  W  Harrah  #4 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray  TX 

8.  3.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp 

1.  80-26018/10025 

2.  42-179-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  W  W  Harrah  #3 

6.  Panhandle  Gray 

7.  Gray  TX 

8.  5.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Kerr  McGee  Corp 

1.  80-26019/10027 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  J  W  Moore  #14 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8.  8.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26020/10031 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  S  B  Burnett  NCT-2  No  33 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson  TX 

8.  3.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-26021/10028 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  J  W  Moore  #11 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8.  7.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26022/10029 

2.  42-233-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 
5. 1  W  Moore  #10 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Hutchinson  TX 

8.  5.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Getty  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26023/10030 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  S  B  Burnett  NCT-2  No  34 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson  TX 

8.  5.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26024/10032 

2.  42-065-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  S  B  Burnett  NCT-2  No  29 

6.  Panhandle 
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7.  Carson  TX 

8. 4.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.80-26025/10040 

2.42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  S  B  Burnett  NCT-2  No  43 

8.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson  TX 

8. 4.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-26026/10041 

2.42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  S  B  Burnett  NCT-2  No  39 

8.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson  TX 

8. 4.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-26027/10042 

2. 42-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  S  B  Burnett  NCT-2  No  38 

6.  Panhandle 

7.  Carson  TX 

8.  4.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26028/10044 

2.  42-173-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  D  C  Reed  No  1 19302 

6.  Spraberry /Trend  Area 

7.  Glasscock  TX 

8. 10.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 19^ 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26029/10053 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  West  Fuhrman-Mascho  Unit  #91 

8.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26030/10054 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  West  Fuhrman-Mascho  Unit  #89  21220 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26031/10058 

2.  42-367-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  138  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26032/10061 


2. 42-367-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  233  21021  ' 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Q  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26033/10074 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  INc 

5.  )  L  Johnson  No  12  01554 

6.  Foster 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Odessa  Natural  Gasoline  Co 

1.  80-26034/10113 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  E  C  Nix  et  al  B  #5  (10870) 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26035/10168 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Wight  Unit  No  62  20661 

6.  Cowden  North 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  3.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Amoco  Prod  Co 

1.  80-26036/10166 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  17  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26037/10165 

2.  42-387-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  16 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  -1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26038/10158 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  D  No  10  02688 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26039/10180 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk-B  #8  (02686) 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 


7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26040/10179 

2.  42-301-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  S  A  Link  No  6 19342 

6.  Tunstill  East/Del 

7.  Loving  TX 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26041/10175 

2.  42-431-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  F  E  Scoggins  A  No  1  04181 

6.  Aspermont  Lake  (Canyon  Reef) 

7.  Stonewall  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Oil  Co 
1.  80-26042/10174 

2. 42-431-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  F  E  Scoggins  A  No  4  04181 

6.  Aspermont  Lake  (Canyon  Sand) 

7.  Stonewall  TX 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26043/10157 

2.  42-227-80000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  D  No  9  02688 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26044/10156 

2.  42-227-OOOOO7OOOO 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  D  No  2  02688 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26045/10155 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  No  19  02684 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26046/10154 

2.  42  -227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000  ' 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  C  No  18  02687 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26047/10153 
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2. 42-227-00000-0000  ' 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  E  No  3  02689 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard.  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26048/10151 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  C  No  11  02687 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26049/10150 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  33  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26050/10149 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cpnoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  39  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26051/10148 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  38  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26052/10146 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  E  No  18  02689 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

-10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26053/10142 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  O  Chalk  C  No  2  02687 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26054/10141 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000  <’ 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  44  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 


7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26055/10140 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  46  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26056/10138 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  E  No  6  02692 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard,  TX 

8.  2.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1,  80-26057/10134 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Nix  South  Unit  No  17 

6.  Nix  South 

7.  Andrews,  TX  * 

8.  21.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 
1.80-26058/10133  . 

2.  42-151-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  E  A  Hall  No  15  01911 

6.  Roung  Top/Canyon 

7.  Fisher,  TX 

8.  5.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lone  Star  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26059/10130 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  54 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26060/10129 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  W  T  Ford  No  13 

6.  Fuhrman-Mashco 

7.  Andrews,  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26061/10128 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc  ' 

5.  Munger-Nix  No  11 

6.  Furhman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews,  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co, 

1.  80-26062/10126 


2.  42-303-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  S  A  Link  No  3  19342 

6.  Tunstill  East/Del  * 

7.  Loving,  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

1.  80-26063/10125 

2.  42-151-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Merry  Bros  &  Perini  No  15 

6.  Round  Top/Canyon 

7.  Fisher,  TX 

8. 1.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lone  Star  Gas  Go 

1.  80-26064/10121 

2.  42-151-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Buckner  Orphans  Home  No  5 

6.  Round  Top/Canyon 

7.  Fisher,  TX 

8.  4.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lone  Star  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26065/10120 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Txl  19  No  2  12313 

6.  Olds/Delaware 

7.  Reeves,  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26066/10118 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  50 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26067/10116 

2.  42-003-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Munger-Nix  #16 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho  - 

7.  Andrews  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-26068/10111 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  West  Fuhrman-Mascho  Unit  #26 

6.  Fuhrman-Mascho 

7.  Andrews  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-26069/10106 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  48  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 
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7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Pet  Co 

1.  80-26070/10105 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  40  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Pet  Co 

1.  80-26071/10104 

2.  42-l.‘;i-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  E  A  Hall  No  14  01911 

6.  Round  Top/Canyon 

7.  Fisher  TX 

8.  2.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Lone  Star  Gas  Cp 

1.  80-26072/10107 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 
-  3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  51 

6.  Geraldine /Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  3.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26073/10102 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  62 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26074/10101 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  79 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26075/10100 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  78 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26076/10213 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  32 

6.  Geraldine /Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26077/10212 


2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  45 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26078/10206 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  47 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26079/10205 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  48 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26080/10204 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  66 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26081/10203 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  64 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26082/10202 

2.  42-151-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Lucie  Mae  Wilson  No  10  08896 

6.  Round  Top  N  W/Swastika 

7.  Fisher  TX  , 

8.  2.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Lone  Star  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26083/10196 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  49 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26084/10192 

2.  42-165-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  A  L  Wasson  51  No  14 13016 

6.  Wasson  7200 


7.  Gaines  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26085/10191 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  TXL  A-35  No  3  12713 

6.  Sabre/Delaware 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26086/10188 

2.  42-165-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  A  L  Wasson  50-A  No  10  61075 

6.  Wasson/GIorieta 

7.  Gaines  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Shell  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26087/10182 

2.  42-275-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  A  H  Orsbome  #3  [04327) 

6.  Katz 

7.  Knox  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Oil  Co 

1.  80-26088/10235 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford  Geraldine  Unit  No  11 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Q  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26089/10233 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

6.  J  C  Russell-10  #3  (16845) 

6.  Geraldine  Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Q  Paso  Natural 

1.  80-26090/10232 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  J  C  Russell-10  #2  (16845) 

6.  Geraldine  Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural 

1.  80-26091/10230 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  4 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  3.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26092/10228 
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2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  39 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26093/10226 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  24 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26094/10241 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  30 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

6. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26095/10240 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  29 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26096/10239 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  27 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26097/10238 

*  2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  26 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  2.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26098/10237 
2.42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  10 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  ^  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26099/10236 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  25 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 


7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  3.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26100/10445 

2.  42-413-00714-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

5.  Powell  Virgil  J  E  No  3 

6.  Tillery  (Canyon  Upper) 

7.  Schleicher  TX 

8. 1.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26101/10244 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  7 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26102/10243 

2. 42-389-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford/Geraldine  Unit  No  9 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26103/10242 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  37 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26104/10266 

2.  42-227-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  H  R  Clay  A  No  23  02691 

6.  Howard-Glasscock 

7.  Howard  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Pet  Co 

1.  80-26105/10261 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000  * 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  G  E  Ramsey  Jr  7  No  7 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26106/10257 

2.  42-495-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

6.  Brown-Altman  No  7  01347 

6.  Emperor/Holt 

7.  Winkler  TX 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9. 1980 

10.  Phillips  Pet  Co 
1.  80-26107/10254 


2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Mrs  L  E  Wight  A-9  #7  (09321) 

6.  Cowden  North/Deep 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Prod  Co 

1.  80-26108/10253 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Mrs  L  E  Wight  A-9  #8  (09321) 

6.  Cowden  North/Deep 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Prod  Co 

1.  80-26109/10252 

2.  42-135-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Mrs  L  E  Wight  A-9  No  11  09321 

6.  Cowden  North/Deep 

7.  Ector  TX 

8.  6.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Amoco  Prod  Co 

1.  80-26110/10251 

2.  42-103-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  University  C  No  2 11210 

6.  Dune 

7.  Crane  TX 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Pet  Co 

1.  80-26111/10225 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  35 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 
1.  80-26112/10222 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  15  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26113/10221  - 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  18  21021 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26114/10220 

2.  42-495-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Brown-Altman  Unit  No  3  (24870j 

6.  Emperor/Wolfcamp  Upper 
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7.  Winkler  TX 

8.  3.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  West  Texas  Gathering  Co 

1.  80-26115/10217 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  22  (21021] 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8.  .3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26116/10215 

2.  42-389-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  20  (21021] 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  8. 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-26117/10214 

2.  42-225-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Conoco  Inc 

5.  Ford-Geraldine  Unit  No  33  (21021] 

6.  Geraldine/Ford 

7.  Reeves  TX 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  April  9, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  conHdential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  May  23, 1980. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  control 
number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Pumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14230  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  «450-8S-M 

[Docket  No.  CP80-336] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Application 

May  1. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  22, 1980, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP80-336  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
S  284.200  of  the  Commission’s 


regulations  for  a  certihcate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transportation  on  an  interruptible 
basis  of  natural  gas  for  Public  Service 
Electric  and  Gas  Company  (Public 
Service),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  transport  for 
Public  Service,  during  the  period  ending 
May  31, 1980,  certain  volumes  of  natural 
gas  which  Public  Service  has  arranged 
to  purchase  from  Equitable  Gas 
Company  (Equitable)  for  the  purpose  of 
supplanting  middle  distillates  and/or 
residual  fuel  oil  presently  used  by  Public 
Service  in  the  generation  of  electric 
energy,  it  is  asserted. 

It  is  stated  that  Equitable,  would  make 
available  to  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 
Company,  a  Division  of  Tenneco  Inc. 
(Tennessee)  quantities  of  gas  of  up  to 
the  dekatherm  equivalent  of  50,000  Mcf 
per  day  for  transportation  and  delivery 
to  Applicant  at  an  existing 
interconnection  in  Bergen  County,  New 
Jersey.  Applicant  states  it  would 
redeliver  equivalent  quantities  to  Public 
Service  at  existing  authorized  delivery 
points  to  Public  Service. 

It  is  asserted  that  Public  Service 
would  pay  Applicant  3.5  cents  per 
dekatherm  delivered. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  May  20, 
1980,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  Hnds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 


convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  80-14231  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-«5-M 

[Docket  No.  GP80-24] 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.; 
Third-Party  Protests  * 

May  2. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  established  by  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
J[ Commission)  in  Order  No.  23-B,*and 
"Order  on  Rehearing  of  Order  No.  23- 
B,’’^  the  Staff  of  the  Commission 
protested  on  March  3, 1980,  and  March 
25, 1980,  the  assertion  by  the 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Transcontinental)  and 
certain  producers  that  the  contracts 
identibed  in  Staffs  protest  constitute 
contractual  authority  for  the  producers 
to  charge  and  collect  any  applicable 
maximum  lawful  price  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978  (NGPA). 

Staff  stated  that  the  language  of  the 
contracts  listed  in  Appendix  A 
(protested  on  March  3, 1980)  and 
Appendix  B  (protested  on  March  25, 

1980)  of  this  notice  does  not  consitute 
authority  for  the  producer  to  increase 
prices  to  the  extent  claimed  by  Natural 
in  its  evidentiary  submission. 

Take  further  notice  that  the 
Associated  Gas  Distributors  (AGD)  filed 
third-party  protests  on  March  3, 1980, 
and  March  25, 1980.  AGD  protests  that 
the  contracts  listed  in  Appendix  C 
(protested  on  March  3, 1980)  and 
Appendix  D  (protested  on  March  25, 

1980)  do  not  constitute  contractual 
authority  for  the  producer  to  increase 
prices  to  the  applicable  NGPA  maximum 
lawful  price. 

Any  person,  other  than  the  pipeline 
and  the  seller,  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  response  with  respect  to  these 
protests  should  Hie  with  the 
Commission,  on  or  before  May  16, 1980, 
a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 

'The  term  "third-party  protest”  refers  to  a  protest 
filed  by  a  party  who  is  not  a  party  to  the  contract 
which  is  protested. 

’  "Order  Adopting  Final  Regulations  and 
Establishing  Protest  Procedure,"  Docket  No.  RM79- 
22,  issued  June  21, 1979. 

*  Docket  No.  RM79-22,  issued  August  6. 1979. 
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with  18  CFR  1.8.  The  seller  need  not  file 
for  intervention  because  under  18  CFR 
154.94(j){4)(ii),  the  seller  in  the  first  sale 
is  automatically  joined  as  a  party. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

Seller,  Rate  Schedule  No.  or  Contract  Date 

Amoco  Productign  Co.,  2. 

Amoco  Production  Co..  312. 

Arco  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  1-15-73. 

Arco  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  6-24-78. 

Davis  Oil  Co.,  6-1-78. 

Exchange  Oil  &  Gas  Corp.,  26. 

McMoran  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  6-30-78. 

Natomas  North  America  Inc.,  6-30-78. 
Quintana  Offshore  Inc.,  1. 

Quintana  Oil  &  Gas.  1. 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  1. 

Texaco  Inc.,  559. 

Texaco  Inc.,  569. 

Allen  &  Shumate.  10-15-59. 

Bradco  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  8-11-77. 

Louisiana  Land  &  Exploration  Co.,  23. 
Louisiana  Land  Off.  Expl.,  6. 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  71. 

Ocean  Production  Co..  27. 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  6. 

General  American  Oil  Co.,  85. 

Appendix  B 

Seller,  Rate  Schedule  No.  or  Contract  Date 
Amoco  Production  Co.,  2. 

CNG  Producing  Co.,  6. 

Ocean  Production  Co..  4. 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  15. 

Marathon  Oil  Co.,  12. 

Ocean  Production  Co.,  28. 

Southern  Natural — J.T.  Vent  1. 

Suburban  Propane,  12-19-56. 

General  American  Oil  Co.,  106. 

Great  Southern  Oil  &  Gas,  9-29-77. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  178. 

Rowan  Petroleum  Inc.,  7-11-78. 

Zenith  Exploration,  3-27-78. 

Felmont  Oil  Cofp.,  15. 

Sun  Oil  Co.,  6. 

Amoco  Production  Co.,  525. 

Shell  Oil  Co..  437. 

Shell  Oil  Co..  3-16-78. 

Canadian  Occidental.  4-10-79. 

Appendix  C 

Seller,  Rate  Schedule  No.  or  Contract  Date 

Sun  Oil  Co..  273/11-7-74. 

Sun  Oil  Co..  101/12-31-57. 

Exchange  Oil  and  Gas  Corp.,  26/7-9-60. 
Exchange  Oil  and  Gas  Corp.,  26/7-36-60. 

Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co.,  1-1^73. 

Davis  Oil  Co..  6-1-78. 

McMoran  Oil  and  Gas,  6-30-78. 

Amerada  Hess.  60/5-21-79. 

Sun  Oil  Co..  257/2-9-79. 

General  American  Oil  Co.,  85/8-31-67. 

Centex  Oil  and  Gas,  Inc.,  8-1-79. 

Centex  Oil  and  Gas,  Inc.,  8-1-79. 

Louisiana  Land  and  Exploration,  36/6-5-79. 
Sohio  Natural  Resources.  127/6-8-79. 

Aminoil  USA  Inc.,  50/6-26-79. 

The  Continental  Group  Inc.,  3-26-79. 

The  Continental  Group  Inc.,  3-29-79. 

Texaco,  Inc.,  569/1-25-78. 

Quintana  Oil  and  Gas,  1/6-26-78. 


Quintana  Oil  and  Gas,  1/6-26-78, 

Sun  Oil  Co..  532/7-2-75. 

Sun  Oil  Co..  71/9-7-76. 

Sun  Oil  Co..  71/9-7-76. 

Sun  Oil  Co..  71/9-7-76. 

Arco  Oil  and  Gas  Co..  6-24-78. 

Bonnie  Bowman  Korbell,  8-13-79. 

Union  Texas  Petroleum,  77/6-1-79. 

J.  P.  Owen  Co.,  8-24-79. 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  441/9-18-79. 

Ocean  Production  Co.,  27/12-15-69. 
Amerada  Hess  Corp.,  63/8-10-79. 

Amerada  Hess  Corp.,  688/8-10-79. 

General  American  Oil  Co.,  85/8-31-67. 
Transco  Exploration  Co.,  41/3-20-79. 
Transco  Exploration  Co..  41/3-20-79. 

Amoco  Production  Co.,  813/8-10-79. 

Amoco  Production  Co..  812/8-10-79. 
Diamond  Shamrock,  27/6-^79. 

Bill  Forney  Inc.,  3-15-79. 

B.  J.  McCombs,  3-15-79. 

Charlie  Thomas,  3-15-79. 

Jack  Criswell,  3-15-79. 

Sidney  Sparks  Nom. — Karob,  3-15-79. 
Sidney  Sparks  Nom. — Lymar,  3-15-79. 
Viking  Resources  Corp.,  3-15-79. 

B.  J.  McCombs.  3-15-79. 

Charlie  Thomas,  3-15-79. 

Jack  Criswell,  3-15-79. 

Sidney  Sparks  Nom. — Karob,  3-15-79. 
Sidney  Sparks  Nom. — Lymar.  3-15-79. 

Viking  Resources  Corp.,  3-15-79. 

Mobil— G.C.  Corp.,  2-9-79. 

Louisiana  Land  and  Exploration,  38/6-13-79. 
Pioneer  Production  Corp.,  64/3-20-79. 
McMoran  Offshore  Exploration,  3-20-79. 
Pioneer  Production  Corp.,  64/3-26-79. 
McMoran  Offshore  Exploration,  3-20-79. 
Pioneer  Production  Corp.,  64/3-20-79. 
Conoco  Inc.,  441/9-18-79. 

Koch  Industries,  Inc.,  10-4-78. 

Arco  Oil  and  Gas.  6-24-78. 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co.,  110/3-20-79. 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co.,  110/3-20-79. 

Appendix  D 

Seller,  Rate  Schedule  No.  or  Contract  Date 

C  &  K,  Petroleum,  9-18-57. 

CNG  Producing  Co..  6/7-30-60. 

Oce'an  Production  Co.,  4/7-30-60. 

Anadarko  Production  Co..  254/9-20-73. 
Zenith  Exploration,  3-27-78. 

Bethlehen  Steel,  2/12-23-57. 

Oxy  Petroleum  Inc.,  8-25-78. 

Canadian  Occidental,  8-25-78. 

Oxy  Petroleum  Inc.,  4-19-79. 

Great  Southern  Oil  &  Gas,  9-29-77. 

Energy  Reserves  Group,  119/10-10-79. 

Ocean  Production  Co.,  28/12-15-77. 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  439/3-17-78. 

Rowan  Petroleum  Inc.,  6-25-79. 

Rowan  Petroleum  Inc.,  8-15-79. 

Transco  Exploration  Co.,  46/10-11-79. 
Amerada  Hess,  63/8-10-79. 

Rowan  Petroleum  Inc.,  8-15-79. 

Mesa  Petroleum  Co.,  110/3-20-79. 

Canadian  Occidental,  4-10-79. 

C  &  K  Petroleum  Co.,  3-1-79. 

Great  Southern  Oil  &  Gas,  11-29-79. 

Chesley  Pruett,  11-29-79. 

Cojac  Ltd.,  11-29-79. 

Cornell  Oil  Co..  11-29-79. 

J.  K.  McLean,  11-29-79. 

Jacksoco  Oil  Co.,  11-29-79. 

Johnson-Mizel  Co.,  11-29-79. 

MCM-Petra-One  Ltd.,  11-29-79. 


Power  Rig  Drilling,  11-29-79. 

Pruet  Oil  Co..  11-29-79. 

T.K.  Jacksoiv  11-29-79. 

Apache  Corp.,  11-30-79. 

Carpenter  Oil  &  Gas,  11-30-79. 

Cotton  Petroleum,  11-30-79. 

Roy  M.  Huffington,  11-30-79. 

Texas  Eastern  Explor.,  8-20-79. 

General  American  Oil  Co.,  116/16-4-79. 
Louisiana  Land  &  Exploration,  i  1-20-79. 

Holly  Energy  Co.,  11-6-79. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14232  Filed  S-7-80;  &45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 

[Project  No.  1984] 

Wisconsin  River  Power  Co.; 
Appiications  for  Approval  of  Change  in 
Land  Rights 

May  1. 1980. 

Take  notice  that  seven  applications 
were  filed  under  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
16  U.S.C.  Section  791(a) — 825(r),  by  the 
Wisconsin  River  Power  Company  for 
changes  in  land  rights,  described  below, 
concerning  the  Castle  Rock 
Hydroelectric  Project  No.  1984. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant  on 
this  matter  should  be  to:  Mr.  F.  Anthony 
Maio,  Foley,  Lardner,  Hollabaugh  & 
Jacobs,  1775  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Application  filed  February  22, 1980, 
supplemented  March  7, 1980. 

Apphcant  proposes  to  lease 
approximately  30  acres  of  project  land 
and  1500  feet  of  flowage  shoreline  to 
Jermoos,  Inc.,  of  Mauston,  Wisconsin  for 
the  purpose  of  developing  and  operating 
a  marina  facility  in  the  area  of  the 
southside  of  O’Dell’s  Bay.  The 
development  would  include  access 
roads,  parking,  a  boat  launching  ramp,  a 
marina  service  and  a  storage  building, 
docking  slips,  sanitary  facilities,  and  a 
swimming  beach.  The  area  would  be 
open  to  the  public.  Boats  would  be 
rented  and  sold  and  there  would  be  food 
and  beverage  services. 

Application  filed  June  12, 1979, 
amended  February  22, 1980, 

Applicant  proposes  to  convey  by 
warranty  deed  without  restrictions 
approximately  one  acre  of  project  land 
to  the  South  Wood  County  Airport 
Commission  for  location  of  navigational 
equipment  to  aid  aircraft  on  instrument 
approach  to  the  Winsconsin  Rapids 
Alexander  Field.  The  proposed 
construction  includes  a  navigational  . 
antenna  and  small  building  to  house 
electronic  equipment.  The  parcel  of  land 
is  adjacent  to  the  south  edge  of  Ten  Mile 
Road,  in  the  Township  of  Saratoga. 
Applicant  proposes  to  remove  the  land 
from  within  the  project  boundary. 
Application  filed  February  22, 1980. 
Applicant  proposes  to  convey  by 
warranty  deed  with  restrictions 
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approximately  1.75  acres  of  project  land 
to  the  Town  of  Quincy  for  expansion  of 
the  town  cemetary  which  adjoins  the 
subject  property  on  the  south.  No 
construction  is  planned  other  than 
perimeter  fencing  and  access  roads. 
Applicant  proposes  to  remove  the  land 
from  within  the  project  boundary. 

Application  filed  February  22, 1980, 
amended  March  21, 1980. 

Applicant  proposes  to  convey  by 
warranty  deed  with  restrictions  two 
parcels  of  project  land  (approximately 
two  acres)  to  the  New  Rome  Community 
Church  and  the  Town  of  Rome  for  the 
expansion  of  the  Church  grounds  and 
the  Town  Cemetary.  No  construction  is 
proposed  on  either  parcel  of  land. 
Applicant  proposes  to  remove  the  land 
from  within  the  project  boundary.  The 
two  parcels  of  land  are  located  adjacent 
to  the  existing  Church  and  cemetary 
grounds  on  the  west  side  of  County 
Highway  Z,  in  the  Town  of  Rome. 

Applicantion  filed  February  22, 1980. 

Applicant  proposes  to  convey  by 
warranty  deed  with  restrictions 
approximately  14  acres  of  project  land 
to  Anthony  Farms  for  conversion  to 
agricultural  use.  The  farming  company 
proposes  to  combine  the  subject  land 
with  the  140-acre  adjoining  parcel.  The 
combined  acreage  will  be  devoted  to 
irrigated  agricultural  use,  by  means  of  a 
center-pivot  irrigation  system.  The 
proposed  use  of  the  land  does  not 
involve  the  installation  of  any 
permanent  structures.  The  subject  land 
lies  within  the  Township  of  Monroe, 
west  of  16th  Avenue. 

Applicantion  filed  February  22, 1980. 

Applicant  proposes  to  convey  by ' 
warranty  deed  with  restrictions 
approximatey  six  acres  of  land  to 
Juneau  County,  to  Facilitate  relocation 
of  a  county  road.  Approximately  two 
acres  of  the  land  lies  within  the  project 
boundary,  the  remaining  four  acres  are 
part  of  lands  the  Applicant  has 
proposed  for  addition  to  the  project. 
Juneau  County  proposes  to  relocate  a 
stretch  of  County  Trunk  Highway  “G” 
so  that  a  number  of  existing  right-angle 
turns  may  be  replaced  with  a  new 
alignment  featuring  a  long,  gentle  curve 
and  scenic  river  overlook.  The  only 
permanent  improvement  planned  on  the 
subject  lands  is  a  blacktop  surfaced 
County  highway  with  graveled 
shoulders.  The  subject  stretch  of 
highway  lies  within  the  Town  of 
Necedah. 

Applicantion  filed  February  22, 1980. 

Applicant  proposes  to  lease 
approximately  20  acres  of  project  land 
and  1500  feet  of  shoreline  to  the  Town  of 
Germantown  for  a  public  park.  The  land, 
lying  generally  north  of  O’Dell’s  Bay, 
would  be  used  for  public  recreation 


puroposes,  such  as  swimming, 
picnicking,  and  parking.  The  only 
proposed  structures  are  a  small  vault- 
type  toilet  fcility,  a  foot  bridge  and 
parking  barricades. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protest  about  these 
applications  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specifed  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  June  9, 1980.  The  Commission’s 
address  is:  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  The  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14233  Piled  5-7-80;  8:45  ain| 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FR  1417-6] 

Aquifers  Underlying  Western  Essex 
and  Southeastern  Morris  Counties, 
N.J.;  Determination 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  1424(e)  of  the  Safe  Drinking 
Water  Act  (42  U.S.C.  300f,  300h-3(e);  88 
Stat.  1660  et  seq.,  P.L  93-523)  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  has  determined  that 
the  buried  valley  and  bedrock  aquifer 
system  underlying  the  Central  Basin  of 
the  Passaic  River  in  western  Essex  and 
southeastern  Morris  Counties,  New 
Jersey,  is  the  principal  source  of 
drinking  water  for  these  counties  and 
that,  if  the  aquifer  system  were 
contaminated,  it  would  create  a 
significant  hazard  to  public  health. 

Background 

The  Safe  Drinking  Water  Act  was 
enacted  on  December  16, 1974.  Section 
1424(e)  of  the  Act  states: 


If  the  Administrator  determines,  on  his  own 
initiative  or  upon  petition,  that  an  area  has  an 
aquifer  which  is  the  sole  or  principal  drinking 
water  source  for  the  area  and  which,  if 
contaminated,  would  create  a  significant 
hazard  to  public  health,  he  shall  publish 
notice  of  the  determination  in  the  Federal 
Register.  After  the  publication  of  any  notice, 
no  commitment  for  Federal  financial 
assistance  (through  a  grant,  contract,  loan 
guarantee,  or  otherwise]  may  be  entered  into 
for  any  project  which  the  Administrator 
determines  may  contaminate  such  aquifer 
through  a  recharge  zone  so  as  to  create  a 
significant  hazard  to  public  health  but  a 
commitment  for  Federal  financial  assistance 
may,  if  authorized  under  another  provision  of 
law,  be  entered  into  to  plan  or  design  the 
project  to  assure  that  it  will  not  so 
contaminate  the  aquifer. 

On  January  15, 1979  the  City  of  East 
Orange,  N.J,  and  Passaic  River 
Coalition,  Basking  Ridge,  N.J.  petitioned 
and  Administrator  to  designate  the 
aquifer  system  underlying  western 
Essex  and  southeastern  Morris 
Counties,  New  Jersey,  as  a  sole  source 
aquifer  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

A  notice  of  receipt  of  this  petition, 
together  with  a  request  for  comments 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
March  29, 1979,  44  FR  18732.  In  response 
to  the  Notice  and  request  for  comments, 
written  comments  were  received  from 
both  the  public  and  private  sectors.  On 
May  23, 1979,  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  held  a  public 
hearing  in  Roseland,  N.J.  to  hear  the 
views  of  persons  interested  in  the  Buried 
Valley  System  issue. 

On  the  basis  of  the  information  which 
is  available  to  this  Agency  the 
Administrator  has  made  the  following 
findings,  which  are  the  basis  for  the 
determination  noted  above: 

(1)  The  Buried  Valley  Aquifer  System 
is  the  sole  or  principal  source  of 
drinking  water  for  approximately 
600,000  people  in  western  Essex  and 
southeastern  Morris  Counties,  New 
Jersey,  In  1978,  the  system  supplied 
approximately  42  million  Gallons  per 
Day  (MGD)  water.  Current  water  supply 
treatment  practice  for  public  supplies  is 
generally  limited  to  disinfection  for 
drinking  purposes;  with  some  plants 
capable  of  manganese  removal.  There  is 
no  alternative  source  of  drinking  water 
supply  which  could  economically 
replace  this  aquifer  system  if  it  were 
contaminated. 

(2)  The  Buried  Valley  Aquifer  System 
is  vulnerable  to  contamination  through 
its  recharge  zone,  particularly  from 
septic  tanks  and,  to  a  lesser  extent,  from 
leaching  of  discharges  to  streams  and 
rivers  in  the  recharge  and  streamflow 
source  zones.  Since  ground  water 
contamination  can  be  difficult  or 
impossible  to  reverse,  and  because  this 
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aquifer  is  relied  upon  for  drinking 
purposes  by  many  people, 
contamination  of  the  aquifer  would  pose 
a  siginficant  hazard  to  public  health. 

Section  1424(e)  of  the  Act  requires 
that  a  Federal  agency  may  not  commit 
funds  to  a  project  which  may 
contaminate  the  aquifer  system  through 
a  recharge  or  streamflow  source  zone  so 
as  to  create  a  signficant  hazard  to  public 
health.  The  recharge  zone  is  that  area 
through  which  water  enters  into  the 
aquifer  system. 

The  area  in  which  projects  may  be 
reviewed  is  the  area  encompassed  by: 

(1)  The  boundary  of  the  Buried  Valley 
Aquifer  Systems,  and  (2)  its  streamflow 
source  zones. 

The  Buried  Valley  Aquifer  System  is 
the  principal  source  of  drinking  water  in 
southeastern  Morris  and  western  Essex 
Counties,  New  Jersey,  The  surface 
boundary  of  the  aquifer’s  recharge  zone 
is  identical  with  the  boundary  of  the 
aquifer. 

The  recharge  zone  is  defined  by  the 
outside  boundary  of  the  following 
municipalities:  On  the  south — ^Bernards 
Township  and  Warren  Township,  on  the 
east — Berkeley  Heights,  New 
Providence,  Summit  Millbum,  Livingston 
Township,  Roseland,  Essex  Falls. 
Caldwell,  West  Caldwell  and  North 
Caldwell,  on  the  north — Fairfield,  and 
Montville,  on  the  west — Parsippany- 
Troy  Hills,  Morris  Township  and 
Harding  Township.  Included  within 
these  perimeter  communities  are  also 
the  following:  Passaic  Township, 
Chatham,  Chatham  Township,  Madison, 
Florham  Park,  Morristown,  Hanover, 

East  Hanover  and  Morris  Plains. 

The  stream  flow  source  zone  of  the 
aquifer  system  lies  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  Rockaway  River  Sub- 
Basin,  which,  in  turn,  is  part  of  the 
Passaic  River  Basin.  This  zone  includes 
those  portions  of  the  sub-basin  which 
ultimately  drain  to  the  recharge  zone. 
This  area  encompasses  all  or  part  of  the 
following  municipalities:  Bernardsville, 
Boonton  Town,  Boonton  Township, 
Denveille,  Dover,  Jefferson,  Kinnelon, 
Lincoln  Park.  Mendham  Borough, 
Mendham  Township,  Mine  Hill, 

Mountain  Lakes,  Mount  Arlington, 
Randolph.  Rockaway  Borough, 

Rockaway  Township,  Roxbury  Sparta. 
Victory  Cardens  and  Wharton. 

The  information  utilized  in  this 
determination  includes:  The  petition, 
written  and  verbal  comments  submitted 
by  the  public,  a  detailed  map  of  the  area 
and  independent  analyses  by  EPA.  All 
this  information  is  available  to  the 
public  and  may  be  inspected  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  office  of 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  II.  Water  Supply  Branch,  26 


Federal  Plaza,  Room  24-130,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10007. 

A  copy  of  the  above  documentation  is 
also  available  at  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Waterside  Mall, 
Public  Information  and  Reference  Unit, 
Room  2922,  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

EPA  proposed  national  regulations  for 
implementing  Section  1424(e)  of  the  Safe 
Drinking  Water  Act  on  September  29, 
1977,  42  FR  51574.  The  proposed 
regulations  contain  procedures  for 
review  of  Federal  financially  assisted 
projects  which  may  contaminate  aquifer 
systems  designated  as  “sole  or  principal 
source”  aquifers  through  the  recharge 
zone  so  as  to  create  a  significant  hazard 
to  public  health.  Until  their  final 
promulgation,  these  regulations  will  be 
used  as  interim  guidance  for 
implementing  a  sole  source  program 
under  Section  1424(e).  Questions  and 
comments  concerning  the  possible  effect 
of  the  regulations  on  federally  assisted 
projects  in  the  Buried  Valley  Aquifer 
System  area  should  be  directed  to 
Region  II,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Attn:  Harry  F.  Smith,  Jr.,  P.E., 
Chief,  Water  Supply  Branch,  U.S. 
Environmental  I^otection  Agency,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

EPA,  Region  11,  is  working  with  the 
Federal  agencies  which  intend,  or  may 
intend  to  fund  projects  in  the  area  of 
concern  to  develop  procedures  for 
notifying  EPA  projects  in  the  area  which 
might  contaminate  the  aquifer.  EPA  will 
evaluate  such  projects  and,  where 
necessary,  will  conduct  an  in-depth 
review,  including  soliciting  public 
comments  where  appropriate.  More 
stringent  review  criteria  will  be  applied 
to  those  projects  that  have  a  greater 
potential  for  contaminating  the  aquifer, 
such  as  those  located  in  the  recharge 
zone. 

Although  the  project  review  process 
cannot  be  delegated,  the  Regional 
Administration  in  Region  II  will  rely  to 
the  maximum  extent  possible  upon  and 
existing  or  future  State  and  local  control 
mechanisms  in  protecting  the 
southeastern  Morris  and  western  Essex 
Counties,  New  Jersey.  Included  in  the 
review  of  any  Federal  financially 
assisted  project  will  be  coordination 
with  the  State  and  local  agencies.  Their 
determinations  will  be  given  full 
consideration  and  the  Federal  review 
process  will  function  so  as  to 
complement  and  support  State  and  local 
protection  programs. 


Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14243  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  amj 
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IFRL  1487-31 

Clean  Water;  Data  Collection  Activities 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
identify  data  collection  activities  to  be 
undertaken  by  the  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
under  the  authority  of  Section  308  of  the 
Clean  Water  Act  of  1977.  The  data  will 
be  used  in  developing  effluent  guidelines 
under  Sections  301,  304,  306,  and  307  of 
the  Act. 

These  activities  are  subject  of  Office 
to  Management  and  Budget  (OMB) 
approval  in  accordance  with  OMB 
Clearance  No.  158-R-0160.  Under  the 
terms  of  this  Clearance,  EPA  publishes 
notices  identifying  such  data  collection 
activities  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Usually,  notices  are  published 
biannually  summarizing  EPA  data 
collection  activities  to  commence  during 
the  subsequent  six  month  period.  This  is 
a  supplementary  notice  which,  under  the 
terms  of  the  Clearance,  may  also  be 
used  to  announce  EPA  data  collection 
activities.  These  data  collection 
activities  will  not  begin  before  the  end 
of  a  30  day  period  following  the  date  of 
this  notice.  This  notification  is  also 
required  for  OMB  concurrence  under  the 
Federal  Reports  Act  (144  U.S.C  3501  et 
seq.). 

The  following  list  identifies  the 
industrial  categories  and  briefly 
describes  each  data  collection  effort. 

Dairy  Products  Processing 
Type  of  Survey:  Technical  Assessment, 
majority  of  surveys  will  be  sent  to  direct 
dischargers 

Estimated  Number  of  Plants  in  Sample:  150 
Approximate  Response  Burden  in  Total 
Manhours  Per  Plant:  16 
Project  Officer:  Mark  L  Mjoness,  (202)  426- 
2554 

Inorganic  Chemicals 
Type  of  Survey:  Technical  Assessment 
Estimated  Number  of  Plants  in  Sample:  200 
Approximate  Response  Burden  in  Total 
Manhours  Per  Plant:  16 
Project  Officer:  Thomas  Fielding,  (202)  426- 
4617 

Steam  Electric  Plants 

Type  of  Survey:  Analytical  Self  Sampling  of 
Ash  Transport  Waters 
Estimated  Number  of  Plants  in  Sample:  30 
Approximate  Response  Burden  in  Total 
Manhours  Per  Plant:  20 
Project  Officer:  John  Lum,  (202)  426-4617 

Questions  concerning  these  surveys 
should  be  directed  to  the  appropriate 
Project  Officer  at  the  following  address: 
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U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Office  of  Water  Planning  and 
Standards,  Effluent  Guidelines 
Division  (WH-552),  401  M  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

Dated:  May  2. 1980. 

Eckardt  C  Beck, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Office  of  Water 
and  Waste  Management. 

|FR  Doc.  eO-14244  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  ani| 
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[FRL  1489-7] 

Science  Advisory  Board; 
Subcommittee  on  Innovative/ 
Alternative  Wastewater  Technologies; 
Meeting  Location  Changed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
location  for  a  meeting  of  the 
Subcommittee  on  Innovative/ 
Alternative  Wastewater  Technologies 
has  been  changed.  Information 
concerning  the  meeting  originally 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  25, 1980,  p.  27985.  The  meeting  will 
now  be  held  at  the  Skyline  Inn,  I  Street, 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  13.  The 
location  for  May  14 — conference  room 
1137,  North  Building,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  330 
Independence  Avenue,  Washington, 

D.C. — remains  the  same. 

Richard  M.  Dowd. 

Director,  Science  Advisory  Board. 

May  2. 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  B0-1436R  Filed  5-7-8ft  9:47  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6560-01-U 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

First  Pennsylvania  Corp.;  Proposed 
Retention  of  Pennamco,  Inc,,  Industrial 
Finance  &  Thrift  Corp.,  and  First 
Pennsylvania  Services,  Inc. 

First  Pennsylvania  Corporation, 
Phildelphia,  Pennsylvania,  has  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act.  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  retain  the 
voting  shares  and  certain  of  the  assets 
of  Pennamco,  Inc.,  Bala  Cynwyd, 
Pennsylvania. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  woul  dcontinue  to  engage  in 
the  activities  of  mortgage  banking  and 
servicing  loans  to  the  extent  necessary 
to  liquidate  its  assets.  These  activities 
would  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  in  Bala  Cynwyd. 
Pennsylvania:  Camden,  New  Jersey; 
Chicago,  Illinois;  Columbia,  South 
Carolina;  Kansas  City,  Missouri; 

Metaire,  Louisiana:  Newport  News, 


Virginia:  Miami,  Florida;  Raleigh,  North 
Carolina;  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico;  Virginia 
Beach,  Virginia:  West  Berlin,  New 
Jersey;  West  Palm  Beach,  Florida: 
Woodmere,  Ohio;  and  Bethesda, 
Maryland,  and  the  geographic  area  to  be 
served  is  national. 

Applicant  has  also  applied  for 
permission  to  retain  the  existing 
commercial  finance  receivables  of 
Industrial  Finance  &  Thrift  Corporation. 
New  Orleans.  Louisiana,  and  First 
Pennsylvania  Financial  Services,  Inc., 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania.  Applicant 
has  requested  permission  to  transfer 
these  receivables  to  First  Pennsylvania 
Leasing,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 

Pennsylvania,  an  existing  subsidiary. 

Applicant  states  that  upon 
consummation  of  this  latter  proposal  it 
would  continue  to  engage  in  commercial 
finance  activities  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  administer  and  liquidate  its 
existing  portfolio. 

These  activities  would  be  conducted 
from  offices  located  in  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania,  and  New  Orleans, 
Lousiana,  and  the  geographic  area  to  be 
served  consists  of  the  states  of 
Louisiana  and  Mississippi. 

The  activities  described  above  have 
been  specified  by  the  Board  in  §  225.4(a) 
of  Regulation  Y  as  permissable  for  bank 
holding  companies,  subject  to  Board 
approval  of  individual  proposals  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
§  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.”  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

’The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Philadelphia. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  May  23, 1980. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  May  5, 1980. 

Cathy  L  Petryshyn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

|FR  Doc.  80-14245  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 
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Federal  Open  Market  Committee; 
Domestic  Policy  Directive  of  March  18, 
1980 

In  accordance  with  §  271.5  of  its  rules 
regarding  availability  of  information, 
there  is  set  forth  below  the  Committee’s 
Domestic  Policy  Directive  issued  at  its 
meeting  held  on  March  18, 1980.  ‘ 

The  information  reviewed  at  this  meeting 
suggests  that  real  output  of  goods  and 
services  continued  to  grow  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1980  and  that  the  rise  in  prices  accelerated. 
In  February  retail  sales  declined  moderately, 
but  the  decrease  followed  an  exceptionally 
large  increase  in  January.  Industrial 
production  expanded  somewhat  in  both 
months,  after  a  period  of  little  change,  and 
nonfarm  payroll  employment  continued  to 
rise.  The  unemployment  rate  edged  down  in 
February  to  6.0  percent.  Private  housing  starts 
declined  further  in  January  and  were  more 
than  one-fifth  below  the  rate  in  the  third 
quarter  of  last  year.  The  rise  in  producer 
prices  of  hnished  goods  and  in  consumer 
prices  was  more  rapid  in  the  first  month  or 
two  of  1980  than  in  1979,  despite  some  easing 
in  prices  of  foods.  Over  the  first  two  months 
of  1980  the  rise  in  the  index  of  average  hourly 
earnings  was  somewhat  below  the  rapid  pace 
recorded  in  1979. 

The  dollar  has  been  in  strong  demand  in 
exchange  markets  since  mid-February, 
largely  in  response  to  rising  U.S.  interest 
rates:  by  early  March  the  trade-weighted 
value  of  the  dollar  against  major  foreign 
currencies  had  returned  to  about  the  level 
reached  at  the  end  of  last  October,  and  since 
then,  it  has  risen  further.  Intervention  by 
foreign  monetary  authorities  to  support  their 
currencies  was  very  heavy  in  February  and 
the  first  half  of  March.  The  U.S.  foreign  trade 
deficit  rose  sharply  in  January,  although  the 
volume  and  value  of  imports  of  petroleum 
were  somewhat  reduced. 

Growth  of  M-IA  and  M-IB,  which  had 
remained  moderate  in  January,  accelerated 
sharply  in  February,  and  growth  of  M-2  also 
quickened.  In  recent  weeks,  however, 
monetary  growth  has  subsided.  Expansion  of 
commercial  bank  credit  picked  up  in  the  first 
two  months  of  this  year  from  the  reduced 
pace  in  the  fourth  quarter  of  1979.  Market 
interest  rates  have  risen  substantially  in 
recent  weeks.  An  increase  in  Federal  Reserve 
discount  rates  from  12  to  13  percent  was 
announced  early  on  February  15,  effective 
immediately. 

On  March  14  the  President  announced  a 
broad  program  of  fiscal,  energy,  credit,  and 
other  measures  designed  to  moderate  and 


'  The  Record  of  Policy  Actions  of  the  Committee 
for  the  meeting  of  March  18. 1980.  is  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document.  Copies  are  available  on 
request  to  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System.  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
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reduce  inflationary  forces  in  a  manner  that 
can  also  lay  the  groundwork  for  a  return  to 
stable  economic  growth.  Consistent  with  that 
objective  and  with  the  continuing  intent  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System  to  restrain 
growth  in  money  and  credit  during  1980,  the 
Board  of  Governors  took  the  following 
actions  to  reinforce  the  effectiveness  of  the 
measures  announced  in  October  1979;  (1)  A 
special  credit  restraint  program;  (2)  A  special 
deposit  requirement  for  all  lenders  on 
increases  in  certain  types  of  consumer  credit; 
(3)  An  increase  in  the  marginal  reserve 
requirement  on  managed  liabilities  of  large 
member  banks;  (4]  A  special  deposit 
requirement  on  increases  in  managed 
liabilities  of  large  non-member  banks;  (5)  A 
special  deposit  requirement  on  increases  in 
total  assets  of  money  market  mutual  funds; 

(6)  A  surcharge  of  3  percentage  points  on 
frequent  borrowings  of  large  member  banks 
from  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

Taking  account  of  past  and  prospective 
economic  developments,  the  Federal  Open 
Market  Committee  seeks  to  foster  monetary 
and  financial  conditions  that  will  resist 
inflationary  pressures  while  encouraging 
moderate  economic  expansion  and 
contributing  to  a  sustainable  pattern  of 
international  transactions.  At  its  meeting  on 
February  4-5, 1980,  the  Committee  agreed 
that  these  objectives  would  be  furthered  by 
growth  of  M-1  A,  M-lB,  M-2,  and  M-3  from 
the  fourth  quarter  of  1979  to  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1980  within  ranges  of  3  to  6,  4  to 
6V2,  6  to  9,  and  6V2  to  9 '/a  percent 
respectively.  The  associated  range  for  bank 
credit  was  6  to  9  percent. 

In  the  short  run,  the  Committee  seeks 
expansion  of  reserve  aggregates  consistent 
with  growth  over  the  first  half  of  1980  at  an 
annual  rate  of  4V2  percent  for  M-1  A  and  5 
percent  for  M-lB,  or  somewhat  less,  provided 
that  in  the  period  before  the  next  regular 
meeting  the  weekly  average  federal  funds 
rate  remains  within  a  range  of  13  to  20 
percent.  The  Committee  believes  that, 
consistent  with  this  short-run  policy,  M-2 
should  grow  at  an  annual  rate  of  about  7% 
percent  over  the  first  half  and  expansion  of 
bank  credit  should  slow  in  the  months  ahead 
to  a  pace  compatible  worth  growth  over  the 
year  as  whole  within  the  range  agreed  upon. 

If  it  appears  during  the  period  before  the 
next  meeting  that  the  constraint  on  the 
federal  funds  rate  is  inconsistent  with  the 
objective  for  the  expansion  of  reserves,  the 
Manager  for  Domestic  Operations  is  promptly 
to  notify  the  Chairman  who  will  then  decide 
whether  the  situation  calls  for  supplementary 
instructions  from  the  Committee. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Open  Market 
Committee,  April  25, 1980. 

Murray  Altmann, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14049  Filed  5-7-80  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Center  for  Disease  Control 

Meeting  of  Editorial  Group  To  Review 
Draft  Proposed  Operational  Guidelines 
for  Infectious  Disease  Laboratories 

A  meeting  of  an  editorial  group  to 
review  the  draft  of  Proposed 
Operational  Guidelines  for  Infectious 
Disease  Laboratories  will  be  convened 
by  the  Center  for  Disease  Control  and 
will  be  open  to  the  public,  limited  only 
by  the  space  available. 

Date:  May  28, 1980. 

Time:  8:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m. 

Place:  Building  2,  Classroom  1,  Center  for 
Disease  Control,  1600  Clifton  Road,  N.E., 
Atlanta,  Georgia. 

Purpose:  To  review  draft  manual  of 
operational  guidelines  prepared  by  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  and  Center  for 
Disease  Control,  provide  written 
comments,  present  recommendations,  and 
discuss  them  with  other  reviewers. 
Additional  information  may  be  obtained 
from:  Walter  R.  Dowdle,  Ph.D.,  Assistant 
Director  for  Science  Center  for  Disease 
Control,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30333. 

Telephones:  FTS:  236-3701;  Commercial:  404/ 
32»-3701. 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

William  C.  Watson  Jr., 

Acting  Director,  Center  for  Disease  Control. 

[FR  Doc.  8t)-14183  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-86-M 


Office,  of  Human  Development 
Services 

[Program  Announcement  No.  13626-802] 

Availability  of  Fiscal  Year  1980  Funds 
for  Cooperation  Agreements  Under 
the  Projects  with  Industry  Program 

agency:  Office  of  Human  Development 
Services,  DHEW. 

SUBJECT:  Announcement  of  Availability 
of  Fiscal  year  1980  Funds  for 
Cooperative  Agreements  under  the 
Projects  with  Industry  Program. 

SUMMARY:  The  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration,  Office  of  Human 
Development  Services,  announces  the 
availability  of  funds  under  Cooperative 
Agreements  for  Projects  with  Industry 
authorized  by  Section  621  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended. 
Regulations  governing  Projects  with 
Industry  are  published  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  in  45  CFR  1362.43. 

DATE:  Applications  for  Federal 
Assistance  must  be  received  in  the 
Office  of  Human  Development  Services 
by  July  18, 1980. 


Program  Purpose 

Agreements  may  be  entered  into  with 
individual  employers  and  with  other 
entities  to  establish  jointly  financed 
projects  which  provide  handicapped 
individuals  with  training,  employment, 
supportive  services,  and  assistance 
within  business,  industry,  or  other 
realistic  work  settings  in  order  to 
prepare  such  handicapped  individuals 
for  competitive  employment  and  to 
permit  them  to  secure  and  maintain 
employment. 

Program  Priorities:  Goals  and  Objectives 

In  FY 1980,  it  is  expected  that  the 
projects  to  be  funded  will  assist  general 
populations  of  disabled  individuals, 
with  emphasis  whenever  feasibile  upon 
severly  disabled  individuals,  in 
obtaining  jobs,  principally  those  with  a 
high  potential  for  career  development 
and  advancement  opportunities. 

Priority  will  be  given  to  applicants 
with  the  capability  for  administering 
projects  of  national,  regional  or 
statewide  scope,  because  of  their 
potential  for  placing  greater  numbers  of 
handicapped  people  in  employment  on  a 
cost-effective  basis. 

The  Projects  with  Industry  program  is 
focused  on  the  establishment  of  a 
partnership  arrangement  between  the 
rehabilitation  community  and  the  free 
enterprise  system  in  order  to  expand 
vocational  training  and  job 
opportunities  for  handicapped  people.  A 
major  objective  is  to  enlist  the  support 
of  business,  industry  and  organized 
labor  through  the  exercise  of  their 
management,  leadership  and  technical 
expertise  in  this  arrangment.  Essential 
components  of  these  projects  are  listed 
below: 

1.  Provision  of  appropriate  training  in 
a  realistic  work  setting  leading  to 
employment  in  the  competitive  labor 
market.  The  training  should  follow  a 
planned  and  systematic  sequence  of 
instruction  in  vocational  skills,  and 
should  be  in  occupational  areas  in 
which  there  is  reasonable  assurance 
that  job  opportunities  are  available 
upon  the  successful  completion  of  such 
training. 

2.  Provision  of  the  supportive  services 
necessary  to  maintain  the  handicapped 
person,  especially  those  with  severe 
disabilities,  in  employment. 

3.  To  the  extent  appropriate, 
expansion  of  job  opportunities  for 
handicapped  people  by  (a)  analyzing  job 
demands  and  the  capabilities  of 
handicapped  individuals  for  meeting 
such  demands;  (b)  modifying  jobs  to 
accommodate  the  special  needs  of 
handicapped  persons  being  trained  and 
employed  under  this  program:  (c) 
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purchasing  and  distributing  aids, 
appliances  or  equipment  adapted  for  the 
handicapped  individual’s  use  at  the  job 
site:  and  (d)  modifying  facilities  of  the 
employer  that  are  to  be  used  primarily 
by  handicapped  persons;  and 

4.  Establishment  of  appropriate  job 
placement  services 

Eligibile  Applicants — Available  Funds 

Individual  employers  and  other 
entities  are  eligible  to  apply. 

It  is  expected  that  approximately 
$5,500,000  will  be  available  for  this 
program  in  FY  1980.  Of  this  amount,  an 
estimate  $4,750,000  will  be  used  to 
maintain  support  for  the  continuation  of 
projects  initiated  in  prior  years  under 
this  authority.  The  balance  of  about 
$750,000  will  be  available  to  fund  new 
projects.  It  is  estimated  that  about  10 
projects  ranging  between  $50,000  and 
$150,000  can  be  supported,  at  an  average 
funding  level  of  approximately  $75,000. 
The  duration  of  a  project  is  dependent 
upon  the  availability  of  Federal  funds, 
and  the  success  of  the  project  in  meeting 
its  objectives.  Generally,  it  is 
anticipated  that  a  Project  with  Industry 
will  be  maintained  for  a  minimum  of  3 
years. 

Recipient  Share  of  the  Project 

Recipients  must  provide  at  least 
twenty  (20)  percent  of  the  total  cost  of  a 
Projects  with  Industry  project. 

Recipient’s  contributions  must  be 
project-related  and  allowable  under  the 
Department’s  applicable  cost  principles 
specified  in  the  appropriate  appendix  to 
Subpart  Q  of  45  CFR  Part  74. 

The  portion  of  project  costs  not  borne  , 
by  the  Federal  government  is  matching 
or  cost-sharing,  and  may  consists  of  the 
.following:  (1)  Grantee  cash  outlays, 
including  the  outlay  of  funds  contributed 
to  the  grantee  by  third  parties;  and  (2) 
grantee  non-cash  contributions  which 
consists  of  charges  for  the  use  of,  or 
depreciation  in.  real  or  non-expendable 
personal  property  owned  by  the 
grantee — see  45  CFR  1362.8(e).  Although 
in-kind  matching  is  not  authorized  under 
the  current  regulations  governing  this 
program,  proposed  program  regulations, 
45  CFR  Part  1362  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  29, 1979, 
do  provide  for  in-kind  matching,  it  is, 
therefore,  expected  that  in-kind 
matching  will  be  authorized  during  the 
period  of  these  projects.  (Also,  see 
Subpart  G  of  45  CFR  Part  74  for  the 
Federal  rules  governing  cost  sharing  or 
matching.) 

The  Application  Process 

Availability  of  Application  Forms. 
Applications  must  be  submitted  on 
standard  forms  provided  for  this 


purpose.  Application  kits  which  include 
these  forms  and  related  instructions  and 
information  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
to:  Director,  Division  of  Innovative 
Programs  and  Demonstrations, 
Rehabilitation  Services  Administration, 
Room  3518,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building, 

330  C  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201. 

Application  Submission.  One  (1) 
signed  original  and  two  (2)  copies  of  the 
application  with  all  attachments, 
including  a  written  statement  of 
approval  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
appropriate  State  rehabilitation  agency, 
are  required.  The  completed 
applicatipns  should  be  submitted  to  the: 
Director,  Division  of  Grants  and 
Contract  Managment,  Office  of  Human 
Development  Services,  Room  1427,  Mary 
E.  Switzer  Building,  330  C  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201.  The  application 
must  be  signed  by  an  individual 
authorized  to  act  for  the  applicant 
agency  or  organization,  and  to  assume 
for  the  organization  the  obligations 
imposed  by  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  award, 

Circular  A-95  Notification  process.  In 
order  to  comply  with  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  Circular  No. 
A-95,  Revised  (Interim  procedures  at  41 
FR  3160,  July  29, 1976),  applicants  must, 
prior  to  submitting  an  aplication,  notify 
both  the  State  and  the  Areawide  A-95 
Clearinghouses  of  their  intent  to  apply 
for  Federal  Assistance.  If  the  application 
is  for  a  statewide  project  which  does  not 
affect  areawide  or  local  planning  and 
programs,  such  notibcation  need  only  be 
sent  to  the  State  Clearinghouse.  Some 
State  and  Area  Clearinghouses  provide 
their  own  forms  on  which  this 
information  is  to  be  submitted. 
Applicants  are  advised  to  get  in  touch 
with  the  appropriate  State 
Clearinghouse  (listed  at  42  FR  2210, 
January  10, 1977)  for  detailed 
information  on  meeting  the  A-95 
requirements. 

Application  Considerations.  It  is 
recommended  that  applicants  confer 
with  their  State  rehabilitation  agency  in 
the  initial  stages  of  developing  an 
application  to  ensure  that  requirements 
of  these  State  agencies  are  met. 

Applications  which  do  not  conform 
with  the  prescribed  instructions,  are 
incomplete,  or  are  received  after  the 
deadline  of  July  18, 1980,  will  not  be 
reviewed. 

Unsuccessful  applicants  will  be 
informed  of  this  fact,  and  a  brief 
statement  of  the  reasons  for  this 
decision  will  be  provided  the  applicant. 

All  final  decisions  on  the  approval  of 
applications  for  funding  are  made,  after 
appropriate  consultation,  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Rehabilitation 


•Services,  who  will  make  awards 
consistent  with  the  purposes  of  the 
authorizing  legislation,  the  relevant 
Federal  reguations,  and  this  program 
announcement,  within  the  limits  of 
available  funds. 

The  official  document  notifying  an 
applicant  that  a  project  application  has 
been  approved  for  funding  is  the  Notice 
of  Federal  Financial  Assistance 
Awarded,  which  Specifies  the  amount  of 
money  awarded,  the  purpose,  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  award,  the 
effective  date  of  the  award,  the  budget 
period  for  which  support  is  being  given, 
and  the  amount  of  funding  contributed 
by  the  recipient  to  project  cost.  The 
initial  Notice  of  Federal  Financial 
Assistance  Awarded  also  specifies  the 
total  project  period  for  which  Federal 
support  is  contemplated. 

Criteria  for  Review  and  Evaluation  of 
Grant  Applications 

All  applications  received  on  a  timely 
basis  and  conforming  with  the 
guidelines  in  this  announcement  will  be 
reviewed  by  qualified  experts  from 
outside  the  Rehabilitation  Services 
Administration 

The  specific  criteria  against  which 
applications  will  be  evaluate  are  listed 
below: 

1.  Project  objectives  are  identical 
with,  or  have  the  capability  for 
achieving,  program  objectives  as 
defined  in  this  announcement;  (20 
points) 

2.  Project  has  the  potential  for  placing 
a  substantial  number  of  handicapped 
individuals  in  competitive  employment 
on  a  cost-effective  basis;  (15  points) 

3.  Estimated  cost  to  the  Federal 
government  is  reasonable  in  relation  to 
anticipated  project  results;  (10  points) 

4.  Staffing  level  is  adequate  for 
carrying  out  project  activities;  and 
personnel,  present  or  proposed,  are  or 
will  be  properly  trained  and  qualified  to 
conduct  the  project:  (10  points) 

5.  Adequate  facilities  and  equipment 
are  available  to  the  applicant  for 
conducting  the  project;  (10  points) 

6.  Budget  items  are  appropriate 
relative  to  proposed  project  activities; 

(10  points) 

7.  Project  provides  for  coordination 
with  the  State  rehabilitation  agency  and 
other  appropriate  community  resources 
to  ensure  an  adequate  number  of 
referrals  and  maximum  use  of  similar 
benefits:  (10  points) 

8.  Attention  is  given  to  the  training  of 
handicapped  individuals  in  occupations 
for  which  there  is  a  realistic  demand  in 
the  competitive  labor  market;  and. 
where  appropriate,  adequate 
consideration  is  given  labor  union 
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requirements  in  the  development  of 
training  programs;  (10  points) 

9.  Project  has  an  administrative  and 
operational  plan  based  on  sound 
management  principles,  including  the 
identification  of  milestones  to  measure 
progress  in  attaining  project  goals;  (10 
points) 

10.  I^oject  has  potential  for  creating 
as  well  as  expanding  jobs  for 
handicapped  people  which  offer  career 
development  and  advancement 
opportunites;  (10  points) 

11.  Project  demonstrates  creativity 
and  an  innovative  approach  in  the 
methodology  for  achieving  its 
objectives;  (15  points)  and 

12.  Project  provides  for  appropirate 
linkages  with  business,  industry,  trade 
associations,  other  concerned 
organizations  and  the  rehabilitation 
community;  e.g.,  establishment  of  an 
advisory  council  with  representation 
from  such  groups  to  share  in  policy  and 
decision-making  functions  of  the  project. 
(10  points) 

Closing  Date  for  Receipt  of  Applications 

Applications  must  be  received  by  July 
18, 1980.  Applications  will  be  on  time  if 
they  are  either  postmarked  (1st  class 
mail)  or  received  by  the  deadline,  imless 
they  arrive  too  late  to  be  considered  by 
the  independent  review  panel. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  13.626,  Rehabilitation  Services  and 
Facilities  Special  Projects] 

Dated:  May  1,1980. 

Robert  R.  Humphreys, 

Commissioner  of  Rehabilitation  Services. 

Approved:  May  2, 1980. 

Warren  Master, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Human 
Development  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14249  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-92-M 

Public  Health  Service 

Health  Maintenance  Organizations; 
Penn  Group  Health  Plan,  Inc. 

agency:  Public  Health  Service,  HEW. 
action:  Notice,  Continued  Regulation  of 
Health  Maintenance  Organizations: 
Reestablishment  of  Compliance. 

SUMMARY:  On  April  16, 1980,  the  Office 
of  Health  Maintenance  Organizations 
(OHMO)  of  the  Public  Health  Service, 
HEW,  notified  Penn  Group  Health  Plan, 
Inc.,  (Penn  Group],  IBM  Building,  5 
Gateway  Center,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  15222,  a  federally 
qualified  health  maintenance 
organization  (HMO),  that,  as  of  January 


1, 1980,  Penn  Group  had  successfully 
reestablished  compliance  with  its 
assurances  to  the  Secretary  of  HEW  that 
it  would  maintain  a  fiscally  sound 
operation. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Howard  R.  Veit,  Director,  Office  of 
Health  Maintenance  Organizations, 

Park  Building,  3rd  Floor,  12420  Parklawn 
Drive,  Rockville,  Maryland  20857,  301/ 
443-4106. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
Section  1312(b)(1)  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  300e-ll(b)(l)),  if 
the  Secretary  makes  a  determination 
under  section  1312(a]  that  a  qualified 
HMO  is  not  organized  or  operated  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  section  1301(c), 
then  the  HMO  shall  be  (1)  notiBed  in 
writing  of  the  determination,  and  (2) 
directed  to  initiate  corrective  action  to 
bring  it  into  compliance  with  the 
assurances  it  provided  to  the  Secretary 
imder  section  1310(d](l].  Section 
1312(b)(1)  also  provides  that  the 
Secretary  shall  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  notices  of  determinations  made 
under  that  section. 

On  December  21, 1978,  Penn  Group 
was  officially  notified  that  it  was  not  in 
compliance  with  the  assurances  it  had 
given  the  Secretary  that  it  would 
maintain  a  Bscally  sound  operation. 

This  determination,  a  notice  of  which 
was  published  at  44  FR  31719  on  June  1, 
1979,  did  not  affect  Penn  Group’s  status 
as  a  federally  qualified  HMO. 
Subsequently,  Penn  Group  implemented 
successfully  corrective  action  to  bring  it 
into  compliance  with  its  assurances.  On 
April  16, 1980,  Penn  Group  was  notified 
by  OHMO  that,  as  of  January  1, 1980,  it 
had  satsfied  the  criteria  for 
reestablishing  compliance  with  its 
assurances  to  the  Secretary  that  it 
would  maintain  a  fiscally  sound 
operation. 

Dated:  May  1, 1980. 

Howard  R  Veit, 

Director,  Office  of  Health  Maintenance 
Organizations. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14142  Filed  5-7-8ft  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-85-M 


Social  Security  Administration 

Redeiegations  of  Authority  To  Make 
Various  Findings  of  Fact,  Decisions 
and  Determinations  Under  Titie  II  of 
the  Social  Security  Act,  as  Amended 

Under  section  205(b]  of  title  II  of  the 
Social  Security  Act,  as  amended  (the 
Act),  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (the  Secretary)  may  make 
various  findings  of  fact,  decisions  and 


determinations.  This  provides  the 
authority  to  make  initial  determinations 
of  entitlement  to  social  security  benefits 
and  to  render  decisions  related  to  the 
continuing  payment  of  benefits.  Sections 
404.905  and  404.906  of  Social  Security 
Regulations  No.  4  (20  CFR  404.905  and 
404.906)  define  and  establish  the  specific 
administrative  actions  which  are  initial 
determinations  and  those  which  are  not 
and  to  which  this  authority  applies.  The 
Secretary’s  authority  to  perform  these 
functions  has  been  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Social  Security  (the 
Commissioner),  with  authority  to 
redelegate  (33  FR  5836-37,  dated 
April  16, 1968).  As  appropriate, 
the  Commissioner  previously 
redelegated  this  authority  to  other 
positions  in  the  Social  Security 
Administration  (SSA). 

Over  the  past  few  years,  SSA  has 
undergone  significant  systems, 
operational  and  organizational  changes 
that  have  necessitated  revisions  in 
redelegations  of  authority  to  make 
Bndings  of  fact,  decisions  and 
determinations  under  title  II  of  the  Act. 

I.  Accordingly,  notice  is  given  that  the 
Commissioner  has  rescinded  all 
previous  redelegations  of  authority  to 
make  Bndings  of  fact  and  decisions 
which  constitute  initial  determinations 
under  title  II  of  the  Act,  as  well  as 
redelegations  of  authority  to  make 
determinations  which  do  not  constitute 
initial  determinations  under  title  II  of  the 
Act. 

II.  Notice  is  also  given  that  the 
Commissioner  has  concurrently 
replaced  redelegations  of  the  authorities 
speciBed  in  section  I  above  as  follows: 

A.  Authorities 

1.  Under  section  205(b]  of  the  Act, 
authority  to  make  findings  of  fact  and  - 
decisions  which  constitute  initial 
determinations  under  title  II  of  the  Act, 
as  defined  in  section  404.905  of  Social 
Security  Regulations  No.  4. 

2.  Under  section  205(b]  of  the  Act, 
authority  to  make  determinations  which 
do  not  constitute  initial  determinations 
under  title  II  of  the  Act,  as  deBned  in 
section  404.906  of  Social  Security 
Regulations  No.  4. 

B.  Delegates  Scope  of  Authority 

1.  Deputy  Commissiorters  of  1.  arxl  2.a.  The  incumbents  of 
So^l  Security.  these  positions  may 

2.8.  Associate  Commissioner  exercise  the  subject 
and  Deputy  Associate  authorities  with  respect  to 

Commissioner  for  Central  any  case  arising  under  title 
Operations,  SSA.  II  of  the  Act 
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B.  Delegates  Scope  of  Authority 

b.  Social  Insurance  Claims  2.b.  through  2.g.  The 

Examiners,  Retirement  and  incumbents  of  these 
Survivors  Insurance  positions  may  exercise  the 

Process  Branches  and  subject  authorities  with 

Reconsideration  Branches,  respect  to  cases  within  the 
SSA  Program  Service  jurisdiction  of  their 

Centers  (PSC's),  Office  of  respective  components,  to 
SSA  Program  Service  the  extent  permitted  by 

Centers  (OPSC),  Office  of  their  functional 

Central  Operations  (OCO),  responsibilities,  as  provided 

SSA.  in  their  respective  position 

descriptions  and/or 
according  to  operational 
instructions. 

c.  Claims  Clerks,  Retirement 
and  Survivors  Insurance 
Process  Branches,  PSC’s 
OPSC,  OCO,  SSA. 

d.  Social  Insurance  Claims 
Examiners  arxi  Claims 
Clerks,  Division  of 
International  Operations, 

OPSC,  OCO,  SSA. 

e.  Social  Insurance  Claims 
Examiners,  Division  of 
Adjustment  Operations, 

Division  of  Claims 
Operations,  Division  of 
Earnings  Operations  arxl 
Division  of  Registration 
Operations,  Office  of 
Central  Records 
Operations,  OCO,  SSA. 

f.  Social  Insurance  Claims 
Examiners  and  Claims 
Clerks  reporting  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Disability 
Operations,  OCO,  SSA. 

g.  AH  positions  in  the  direct 
line  of  supervision  between 
the  positions  enumerated  in 
item  2.a.  above  and  those 
positions  enumerated  in 
items  2.b.  through  2.f. 
above. 

3.  a.  Associate  Commissioner  3.a.  through  3.c.  The 

and  Deputy  Associate  irntumbents  of  these 

Commissioner  for  positions  may  exercise  the 

Operational  Policy  and  subject  authorities  with 

Procedures,  SS/V.  respect  to  any  case  within 

their  jurisdiction. 

b.  Director  and  Deputy 
Director,  Office  ^ 

Insurance  Programs,  Office 
of  Operational  Policy  and 
Procedures  (OOPP),  SSA. 

c.  Director  and  Deputy 
Director,  Office  of  Disability 
Programs  OOPP.  SSA. 

4. a  Regional  Commissioners,  4.  a.  The  incumbents  of  these 

Deputy  Regional  positions  may  exercise  the 

Commissioners  and  subject  authorities  with 

Assistant  Regional  respect  to  any  case  within 

Commissioners  and  Deputy  their  jurisdictiOT. 

Commissioners  for 

Programs.  SSA. 

b.  Social  Insurance  4.b.  through  4.e.  The 

Representatives  (includes  incumbents  of  these 

Claims  Representatives  arxl  positions  may  exercise  the 
Field  Representatives).  subject  authorities  with 

Operations  Analysts,  Staff  respect  to  cases  within  the 
Assistants,  Service  jurisdiction  of  their 

Representatives  and  Data  respective  components,  to 

Review  Technicians,  District  the  extent  permitted  by 
and  Branch  Offices,  Offices  their  functional 

of  the  Regional  responsibilities,  as  provided 

Commissioners,  SSA.  in  their  respective  position 

descriptions  and/or 
according  to  operational 
instructions. 

c.  Contact  Representatives 
(Telephone  Service 
Representatives)  and  Lead 
Contact  Representatives 
(Technical  Assistants), 

Teleservice  Centers, 

Offices  of  the  Regional 
Commissioners,  SSA. 

d.  Social  Insurance  Claims 
Examiner,  Guam  Branch 
Office,  Office  of  the 
Regional  Commissioner, 

San  Francisco,  SSA. 


B.  Delegates 

Scope  of  Authority 

e.  All  positions  in  the  direct 
line  of  supervision  between 
Regional  Commissioners 
and  those  positions 
enumerated  in  items  4.b. 
through  4.d.  above. 

III.  The  redesignations  actions 
described  in  sections  I,  and  II  above  are 
effective  on  the  date  this  General  Notice 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  If 
any  delegate  listed  in  section  II.  above 
exercises  any  authority  redelegated  by 
that  section  before  this  notice  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  that 
action  is  hereby  affirmed  and  ratified. 
Further  redelegations  are  not 
authorized. 

Dated:  April  18, 1980. 

William  J.  Driver, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security, 

(FR  Doc.  80-14275  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  amj 
BIUING  CODE  4110-07-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Oklahoma;  Western  Interior  Regional 
Coal  Team  Meeting 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior.  ' 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  the 
responsibilities  outlined  in  the  Federal 
coal  management  regulations  (43  CFR 
3400.4),  the  regional  coal  team  for  the 
Western  Interior  Federal  Coal 
Production  Region,  Oklahoma 
Subregion,  will  hold  an  organizational 
meeting  on  June  10, 1980.  Public 
attendance  at  the  meeting  is  welcome. 

DATE:  The  regional  coal  team  will  meet 
at  9:00  a.m.  and  June  10, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  in 
the  Beartree  Roohi,  Ramada  Inn  West, 
800  South  Meridian,  Oklahoma  City, 
Oklahoma  73108,  (405)  943-8551. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

H.  Robert  Moore,  Regional  Coal  Team 
Chairperson,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (160),  18th  and  C  Streets, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20240,  (202)  343- 
4636. 

Dated:  May  1, 1980. 

Roman  H.,  Koenings, 

Acting  Associate  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14137  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[AA-6645-B] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

This  decision  rejects  a  State  selection 
application  and  approves  lands  on  the 
Alaska  Peninsula  for  conveyance  to 
Afognak  Native  Corporation  for  the 
Native  village  of  Afognak. 

Public  Land  Order  5177,  signed  March 
9, 1972,  as  amended  by  Public  Land 
Orders  5191,  5397  and  5459,  withdrew 
lands  in  the  Koniag  region  pursuant  to 
Sec.  11(a)(3)  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18, 
1971  (85  Stat.  688,  696;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 
1610(a)  (1976))  (ANCSA)  for  village 
selection  imder  Sec.  12  of  ANCSA. 

On  December  13, 1974,  Natives  of 
Afognak,  Inc.,  for  the  Native  village  of 
Afognak,  filed  selection  application  AA- 
6645-B  under  the  provisions  of  Sec.  12  of 
ANCSA,  for  the  surface  estate  of  certain 
lands  in  the  vicinity  of  Nakalilok  Bay  on 
the  Alaska  Peninsula. 

On  December  19, 1977,  in  accordance 
with  Title  10,  Chapter  05  of  the  Alaska 
Business  Corporation  Act,  and  as 
authorized  by  Pub.  L.  94-204,  Sec.  30  (89 
Stat.  1148),  the  Native  villages  of  Port 
Lions  (Port  Lions  Native  Corporation) 
and  Afognak  (Natives  of  Afognak,  Inc.) 
merged  to  form  a  single  corporation, 
Afognak  Native  Corporation. 

The  State  of  Alaska  filed  general 
purposes  selection  application  AA- 
21854,  as  amended,  on  November  14, 
1978,  pursuant  to  Sec.  6(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 

339,  340:  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(b)). 
Section  6(b)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood 
Act  states  that  general  purposes 
selections  shall  be  made  froih  the  public 
lands  of  the  United  States  in  Alaska 
which  are  vacant,  unappropriated,  and 
unreserved,  at  the  time  of  their 
selection. 

At  the  time  of  filing  the  State  selection 
application  AA-21854,  the  following 
lands  were  withdrawn  by  Public  Land 
Order  5177,  as  amended,  pursuant  to 
Sec.  11(a)(3)  of  ANCSA,  and  were 
properly  selected  by  several  villages  of 
the  Koniag  region,  including  Natives  of 
Afognak,  Inc.,  for  the  Native  village  of 
Afognak. 

Accordingly,  State  selection 
application  AA-21854  is  hereby  rejected 
as  to  the  following  described  lands: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

Secs.  21,  22  and  23,  all; 

Secs.  26,  27  and  28,  all; 

Secs.  33,  34  and  35,  all. 

Containing  approximately  5,760  acres. 

The  State  selected  lands  rejected 
above  were  not  validly  selected,  and 
acreage  will  not  be  charged  against  the 
village  corporation  as  State  selected 
lands.  Further  action  on  the  subject 
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State  selection  application  as  to  those 
lands  not  rejected  herein  will  be  taken 
at  a  later  date. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
application,  as  amended,  is  properly 
filed  and  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
and  of  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include  any 
lawful  entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  lands, 
selected  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of 
ANCSA,  aggregating  approximately 
24,455  acres,  is  considered  proper  for 
acquisition  by  Afognak  Native 
Corporation,  as  successor  in  interest  to 
Natives  of  Afognak,  Inc.„  and  is  hereby 
approved  for  conveyance  pursuant  to 
Sec.  14(a)  of  ANCSA: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  37  S.,  R.  48  W, 

Secs.  9  and  15,  all; 

Secs.  16, 17  and  20  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  21,  22,  28  and  33  (fractional),  all. 
Containing  approximately  4,085  acres. 

T.  38  S.,  R.  48  W. 

Secs.  4  to  9  (fractional),  inclusive,  all. 
Containing  approximately  1,694  acres. 

T.  37  S.,  R.  49  W. 

Secs.  21,  22  and  23,  all; 

Secs.  26,  27  and  28,  all; 

Secs.  33,  34  and  35,  all. 

Containing  approximately  5,760  acres. 

T.  38  S.,  R.  49  W. 

Secs.  1  to  4,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  6  to  11,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  12, 13  and  14  (h'actional),  all; 

Secs.  15  to  22,  inclusive,  all; 

Sec.  23  (fractional],  all. 

Containing  approximately  12,916  acres. 
Aggregating  approximately  24,455  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  surface 
estate  of  the  lands  described  above 
shall  contain  the  following  reservation 
to  the  United  States: 

The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and  all 
rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and 
appurtenances,  of  whatsoever  nature, 
accruing  unto  said  estate  pursuant  to  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  704;  43 

U. S.C.  1601, 1613(f)). 

The  grant  of  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  unsurveyed 
lands  hereinabove  granted  after 
approval  and  filing  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  of  the  official  plat  of 
survey  covering  such  lands; 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sec.  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 


339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(g))), 
contract,  permit,  right-of-way,  or 
easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 
contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted 
to  him.  Further,  pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)(2) 
of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act  of  December  18, 1971  (43  U.S.C. 
1601, 1613(b)(2))  (ANCSA),  any  valid 
existing  right  recognized  by  ANCSA 
shall  continue  to  have  whatever  right  of 
access  as  is  now  provided  for  under 
existing  law;  and 

3.  Requirements  of  Sec.  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  703;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1613(c)),  that  the  grantee 
hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if  any, 
of  the  lands  hereinabove  granted,  as  are 
prescribed  in  said  section. 

This  decision,  when  final,  and  the 
grant  of  the  above-described  lands  shall 
be  subject  to: 

The  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
agreement  among  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior;  Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation;  and  Afognak  Native 
Corporation,  dated  April  23, 1980.  A 
copy  of  the  agreement  shall  be  attached 
to  and  become  a  part  of  the  conveyance 
document  and  shall  be  recorded 
therewith.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  is 
located  in  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
case  file  serialized  as  AA-6645-B.  Any 
person  wishing  to  examine  this 
agreement  may  do  so  at  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Alaska  State  Office, 
701  C  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 

Afognak  Native  Corporation,  as 
successor  in  interest  to  Natives  of 
Afognak,  Inc.,  is  entitled  to  conveyance 
of  138,240  acres  of  land  selected 
pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of  ANCSA. 
Together  with  the  lands  herein 
approved,  the  total  acreage  conveyed  or 
approved  for  conveyance  is 
approximately  97,418  acres.  The 
remaining  entitlement  of  approximately 
40,822  acres  will  be  conveyed  at  a  later 
date. 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  14(f)  of  ANCSA, 
conveyance  of  the  subsurface  estate  of 
the  lands  described  above  shall  be 
issued  to  Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation  when  the  surface  estate  is 
conveyed  to  Afognak  Native 
Corporation,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the 
same  conditions  as  the  surface 
conveyance. 

There  are  no  inland  water  bodies 
considered  to  be  navigable  within  the 
above  described  lands. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a  week, 
for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
Kodiak  Mirror.  Any  party  claiming  a 


property  interest  in  lands  affected  by 
this  decision,  an  agency  of  the  Federal 
government,  or  regional  corporation  may 
appeal  the  decision  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Appeal  Board,  P.O.  Box  2433, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99510  with  a  copy 
served  upon  both  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Alaska  State  Office,  701  C 
Street,  Box  13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513 
and  the  Regional  Solicitor,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  510  L  Street,  Suite  408, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  The  time 
limits  for  filing  an  appeal  are: 

1.  Parties  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Unknown  parties,  parties  unable  to 
be  located  after  reasonable  efforts  have 
been  expended  to  locate,  and  parties 
who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  until  June  9, 1980  to 
file  an  appeal. 

Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  for  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  701  C  Street,  Box 
13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 

If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  parties  to  be 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
appeal  are: 

Afognak  Native  Corporation,  Box  14, 
Kodiak,  Alaska  99615 
Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation,  Box  746,  Kodiak,  Alaska 
99615 

State  of  Alaska,  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Division  of  Research  and 
Development,  323  East  Fourth 
Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501 
Ricky  M.  Elliott, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14256  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[AA-8102-26  and  AA-8102-28] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selections 

This  decision  rejects  State  selection 
applications  and  approves  lands  on  the 
Alaska  Peninsula  for  conveyance  to 
Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation. 

Public  Land  Order  5177,  signed  March 
9, 1972,  as  amended  by  Public  Land 
Orders  5191,  5397  and  5459,  withdrew 
lands  in  the  Koniag  region  pursuant  to 
Sec.  11(a)(3)  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18, 
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1971  (85  Stat.  688,  696;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 
1610(a)  (1976))  (ANCSA)  for  village  and 
regional  selection  under  Sec.  12  of 
ANCSA. 

On  December  16, 1975,  Koniag,  Inc., 
Regional  Native  Corporation  filed 
selection  applications  AA-8102-26  and 
AA-8102-28  for  the  subsurface  estate  in 
certain  lands  pursuant  to  Sea  12(a)(1)  of 
ANCSA. 

Section  12(a)(1)  of  ANCSA  provides, 
in  part,  that: 

*  *  *  when  a  Village  Corporation  selects  the 
surface  estate  to  lands  within  the  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  System  or  Naval  Petroleum 
Reserve  Numbered  4  (now  National 
Petroleum  Reserve — Alaska),  the  Regional 
Corporation  for  that  region  may  select  the 
subsurface  estate  in  an  equal  acreage  from 
other  lands  withdrawn  by  subsection  11(a) 

within  the  region  *  *  *  . 

« 

To  date,  the  surface  estate  of 
approximately  209,837  acres  in  the 
Kodiak  National  Wildlife  Refuge  has 
been  conveyed  to  villages  within  the 
Koniag  region;  therefore,  the  region  is 
entitled  to  approximately  209,837  acres 
of  the  subsuHace  estate  in  other  lands. 

The  State  of  Alaska  filed  general 
purposes  selection  applications  AA- 
21854  and  AA-21855.  as  amended,  on 
November  14, 1978,  pursuant  to  Sea  6(b) 
of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 
1958  (72  Stat.  339,  340;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2, 
Sec.  6(b)).  Section  6(b}  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  states  that  general 
purposes  selections  shall  be  made  from 
the  public  lands  of  the  United  States  in 
Alaska  which  are  vacant, 
unappropriated  and  unreserved  at  the 
time  of  their  selection. 

At  the  time  of  filing  of  State  selection 
applications  AA-21854  and  AA-21855. 
the  following  lands  were  withdrawn  by 
Public  Land  Order  5177,  as  amended, 
pursuant  to  Sec.  11(a)(3)  of  ANCSA,  and 
properly  selected  under  Sec.  12  of 
ANCSA  by  Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation. 

Accordingly  the  State  selection 
applications  identified  below  are  hereby 
rejected  as  to  the  following  described 
lands: 

Seward  Meridian.  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

State  Selection  AA-21854 

T.  37  S..  R.  49  W. 

Secs.  13,  20,  24  and  25.  all: 

Secs.  29  to  32,  inclusive,  all: 

Sec.  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  5,704  acres. 

State  Selection  AA-21855 

T.  38  S..  R.  50  W. 

Secs.  27  and  34,  all. 

Containing  approximately  1,280  acres. 
Aggregating  approximately  6,984  acres. 

Further  action  on  the  subject  State 
Selection  applications  as  to  those  lands 


not  rejected  herein  will  be  taken  at  a 
later  date. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
applications  are  properly  filed  and  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  and  of  the 
regulations  issued  pursuant  thereto. 
These  lands  do  not  include  any  lawful 
entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the 
subsurface  estate  of  the  following 
described  lands,  aggregating 
approximately  20,278  acres,  is 
considered  proper  for  acquisition  by 
Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation  and  is  hereby  approved  for 
conveyance  pursuant  to  ^c.  14(f)  of 
ANCSA: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  37  S..  R.  48  W. 

Secs.  7, 8  and  10,  all; 

Secs.  18  and  19,  all; 

Secs.  29  to  3Z  inclusive,  all. 

Containing  approximately  5,609  acres. 

T.  37  S.,  R.  49  W. 

Secs.  13,  20, 24  and  25,  alb 
Secs.  29  to  32,  inclusive,  alb 
Sec.  36,  alL 

Containing  approximately  5,704  acres. 

T.  38  S.,  R.  49  W. 

Sec.  5,  all. 

Containing  approximately  640  acres. 

T.  37  S..  R.  50  W. 

Secs.  25  and  26,  all; 

Secs.  34.  35  and  36,  all. 

Containing  approximately  3,200  acres. 

T.  38  S.,  R.  50  W. 

Secs.  27  and  34,  all. 

Containing  approximately  1.280  acres. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  50  W. 

Secs.  3,  9, 10  and  11,  all; 

Secs.  14  and  23,  all. 

Containing  approximately  3,840  acres. 
Aggregating  approximately  20,273  acres. 

The  grant  of  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  subject  to: 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  unsurveyed 
lands  hereinabove  granted  after 
approval  and  filing  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  of  the  ofiicial  plat  of 
survey  covering  such  lands;  and 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any. 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sea  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1978  (72  Slat. 
339.-341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2,  Sec.  6(g)). 
contract,  permit,  right-of-way,  or 
easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 
contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  nghts, 
privileges,  and  benefits:  thereby  granted 
to  him.  Further,  pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)(2) 
of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 


Act  of  December  18, 1971  (43  U.S.C. 

1601, 1616(b)(2))  (ANCSA),  any  valid 
existing  right  recognized  by  ANCSA 
shall  continue  to  have  whatever  right  of 
access  as  is  now  provided  for  under 
existing  law. 

This  decision,  when  final,  and  die 
grant  of  the  above-described  lands  shall 
be  subject  to: 

The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agreement 
among  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  Koniag, 
Inc.,  Regional  Native  Corporation;  and 
Afognak  Native  Corporation,  dated  April  28, 
1980.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  shall  be 
attached  to  and  become  a  part  of  the 
conveyance  document  and  shall  be  recorded 
therewith.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  is  located 
in  Bureau  of  Land  Management  case  files 
serialized  as  AA-8102-26  and  AA-8102-28. 
Any  person  wishing  to  examine  this 
agreement  may  do  so  at  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Alaska  State  Office,  701  C 
Street,  Anchorage.  Alaska  99513. 

There  are  no  inland  water  bodies 
considered  to  be  navigable  within  the 
above  described  lands. 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of 
this  decision  is  being  published  once  in 
the  Federal  Register  and  once  a  week, 
for  four  (4)  consecutive  weeks,  in  the 
KODIAK  MIRROR.  Any  party  claiming 
a  property  interest  in  lands  affected  by 
this  decision,  an  agency  of  the  Federal 
government  or  regional  corporation  may 
appeal  the  decision  to  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Appeal  Board,  P.O.  Box  2433, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99510  with  a  copy 
served  upon  both  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Alaska  State  Office,  701  C 
Street,  Box  13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513 
and  the  Regional  Sobcitor,  Office  of  the 
Solicitor,  510  L  Street  Suite  408, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99501.  The  time 
limits  for  filing  an  appeal  are: 

1.  Parties  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  from  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Unknown  parties,  parties  unable  to' 
be  located  after  reasonable  efforts  have 
been  expended  to  locate,  and  parties 
who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  until  June  9, 1980  to 
file  an  appeal. 

Any  party  known  or  unkown  who  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  avoid  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeal,  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Further  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  for  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  701  C  Street,  Box 
13,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513. 
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If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  parties  to  be 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
appeal  are: 

Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation,  Box  746.  Kodiak,  Alaska 
99615 

State  of  Alaska,  Department  of  Natural 
Resources,  Division  of  Research  and 
Development,  323  East  Fourth 
Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501 
Ricky  M.  Elliott, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14254  Filed  5-7-flO;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


[AA-6694-B] 

Alaska  Native  Claims  Selection 

This  decision  rejects  a  State  selection 
application  and  approves  lands  on  the 
Alaska  Peninsula  for  conveyance  to 
Afognak  Native  Corporation  for  the 
Native  village  of  Port  Lions. 

Public  Land  Order  5177,  signed  March 
9. 1972,  as  amended  by  Public  Land 
Orders  5191,  5397  and  5459,  withdrew 
lands  in  the  Koniag  region  pursuant  to 
Sec.  11(a)(3)  of  the  Alaska  Native 
Claims  Settlement  Act  of  December  18, 
1971  (85  Stat.  688,  696;  43  U.S.C.  1601, 
1610(a)  (1976))  (ANCSA)  for  village 
selection  under  Sec.  12  of  ANCSA. 

On  December  13, 1974,  Port  Lions 
Native  Corporation,  for  the  Native 
village  of  Port  Lions,  filed  selection 
application  AA-6694-B  under  the 
provisions  of  Sec.  12  of  ANCSA,  for  the 
surface  estate  of  certain  lands  in  the 
vicinity  of  Yantami  Bay  on  the  Alaska 
Peninsula. 

On  December  19, 1977,  in  accordance 
with  Title  10,  Chapter  05  of  the  Alaska 
Business  Corporation  Act,  and  as 
authorized  by  Public  Law  94-204,  Sec.  30 
(89  Stat.  1148),  the  Native  villages  of 
Port  Lions  (Port  Lions  Native 
Corporation)  and  Afognak  (Natives  of 
Afognak,  Inc.)  merged  to  form  a  single 
corporation,  Afognak  Native 
Corporation. 

The  State  of  Alaska  filed  general 
purposes  selection  application  AA- 
21855,  as  amended,  on  November  14, 
1978,  pursuant  to  Sec.  6(b)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 
339,  340;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2.  Sec.  6(b)). 
Section  6(b)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood 
Act  states  that  general  purposes 
selections  shall  be  made  from  the  public 
lands  of  the  United  States  in  Alaska 
which  are  vacant,  unappropriated,  and 
unreserved,  at  the  time  of  their 
selection. 

At  the  time  of  filing  of  State  selection 
application  AA-21855,  the  following 
lands  were  withdrawn  by  Public  Land 
Order  5177,  as  amended,  pursuant  to 


Sec.  11(a)(3)  of  ANCSA,  and  were 
properly  selected  by  several  villages  of 
the  Koniag  region,  including  Port  Lions 
Native  Corporation,  for  the  Native 
village  of  Port  Lions. 

Accordingly,  State  selection 
application  AA-21855  is  hereby  rejected 
as  to  the  following  described  lands: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  38  S..  R.  50  W.. 

Secs.  1,  2,  and  3,  all; 

Secs.  10  to  15,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  22  and  23,  all; 

Secs.  24,  25  and  26  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  35,  all; 

Sec.  36  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  9,450  acres. 

The  State  selected  lands  rejected 
above  were  not  validly  selected,  and 
acreage  will  not  be  charged  against  the 
villagbe  corporation  as  State  selected 
lands.  Further  action  on  the  subject 
State  selection  application  as  to  those 
lands  not  rejected  herein  will  be  taken 
at  a  later  date. 

As  to  the  lands  described  below,  the 
application,  as  amended,  is  properly 
filed  and  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act 
and  of  the  regulations  issued  pursuant 
thereto.  These  lands  do  not  include  any 
lawful  entry  perfected  under  or  being 
maintained  in  compliance  with  laws 
leading  to  acquisition  of  title. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  surface 
estate  of  the  following  described  lands, 
selected  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of 
ANCSA,  aggregating  approximately 
23,710  acres,  is  considered  proper  for 
acquisition  by  Afognak  Native 
Corporation,  as  successor  in  interest  to 
Port  Lions  Native  Corporation,  and  is 
hereby  approved  for  conveyance 
pursuant  to  Sec.  14(a)  of  ANCSA: 

Seward  Meridian,  Alaska  (Unsurveyed) 

T.  38  S..  R.  49  W. 

Secs.  26  and  27  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  28,  29  and  30,  all; 

Secs.  31  and  32  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  33,  all; 

Sec.  34  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  4,380  acres. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  49  W. 

Secs.  3  to  7  (fractional),  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  9  and  10  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  18, 19  and  30  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  2,105  acres. 

T.  38  S.,  R.  50  W. 

Secs.  1,  2  and  3,  all; 

Secs.  10  to  15,  inclusive,  all; 

Secs.  22  and  23,  all; 

Secs.  24,  25  and  26  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  35,  all; 

Secs.  36  (fractional),  all; 

Containing  approximately  9,450  acres. 

T.  39  S.,  R.  50  W. 

Sec.  1  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  2,  all; 

Sec.  7  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  8,  all; 


Sec.  12  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  13, 15  and  16,  all; 

Secs.  17  and  18  (fractional),  all; 

Secs.  20,  21  and  22  (fractional),  all; 

Sec.  24,  all; 

Secs.  25,  26,  27  and  35  (fractional),  all. 

Containing  approximately  7,775  acres. 

Aggregating  approximately  23,710  acres. 

The  conveyance  issued  for  the  surface 
estate  of  the  lands  described  above 
shall  contain  the  following  reservation 
to  the  United  States: 

The  subsurface  estate  therein,  and  ail 
rights,  privileges,  immunities,  and 
appurtenances,  of  whatsoever  nature, 
accruing  unto  said  estate  pursuant  to  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688.  704,  43  U.S.C. 
1601, 1613(f)). 

The  grant  of  the  above-described 
lands  shall  be  subject  to; 

1.  Issuance  of  a  patent  confirming  the 
boundary  description  of  the  unsurveyed 
lands  hereinabove  granted  after 
approval  and  filing  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  of  the  official  plat  6f 
survey  covering  such  lands; 

2.  Valid  existing  rights  therein,  if  any, 
including  but  not  limited  to  those 
created  by  any  lease  (including  a  lease 
issued  under  Sec.  6(g)  of  the  Alaska 
Statehood  Act  of  July  7, 1958  (72  Stat. 

339,  341;  48  U.S.C.  Ch.  2.  Sec.  6(g))), 
contract,  permit,  right-of-way,  or 
easement,  and  the  right  of  the  lessee, 
contractee,  permittee,  or  grantee  to  the 
complete  enjoyment  of  all  rights, 
privileges,  and  benefits  thereby  granted 
to  him.  Further,  pursuant  to  Sec.  17(b)(2) 
of  the  Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement 
Act  of  December  18, 1971  (43  U.S.C. 

1601, 1613(b)(2))  (ANCSA),  any  valid 
existing  right  recognized  by  ANCSA 
shall  continue  to  have  whatever  right  of 
access  as  is  now  provided  for  under 
existing  law;  and 

3.  Requirements  of  Sec.  14(c)  of  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Settlement  Act  of 
December  18, 1971  (85  Stat.  688,  703;  43 
U.S.C.  1601, 1613(c)),  that  the  grantee 
hereunder  convey  those  portions,  if  any, 
of  the  lands  hereinabove  granted,  as  are 
prescribed  in  said  section. 

This  decision,  when  final,  and  the 
grant  of  the  above-described  lands  shall 
be  subject  to: 

The  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agreement 
among  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior:  Koniag, 
Inc.,  Regional  Native  Corporation;  and 
Afognak  Native  Corporation,  dated  April  23, 
1980.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  shall  be 
attached  to  and  become  a  part  of  the 
conveyance  document  and  shall  be  recorded 
therewith.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  is  located 
in  Bureau  of  Land  Management  case  file 
serialized  as  AA-6694-B.  Any  person  wishing 
to  examine  this  agreement  may  do  so  at  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Alaska  State 
Office,  701  C  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99513. 
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Afognak  Native  Corporation,  as 
successor  in  interest  to  Port  Lions 
Native  Corporation,  is  entitled  to 
conveyance  of  92,160  acres  of  land 
selected  pursuant  to  Sec.  12(a)  of 
ANCSA.  Together  with  the  lands  herein 
approved,  the  total  acreage  conveyed  or 
approved  for  conveyance  is 
approximately  88,461  acres.  The 
remaining  entitlement  of  approximately 
3,699  acres  will  be  conveyed  at  a  later 
date. 

Pursuant  to  Sec.  14(f)  of  ANCSA, 
conveyance  of  the  subsurface  estate  of 
the  lands  described  above  shall  be 
issued  to  Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation  when  the  surface  estate  is 
conveyed  to  Afognak  Native 
Corporation,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the 
same  conditions  as  the  surface 
conveyance. 

There  are  no  inland  water  bodies 
considered  to  be  navigable  within  the 
above  described  lands. 

In  accordance  with  departmental 
regulation  43  CFR  2650.7(d),  notice  of  this  ‘ 
decision  is  being  published  once  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  once  a  week,  for  four  (4) 
consecutive  weeks,  in  the  KODIAK  MIRROR. 
Any  party  claiming  a  property  interest  in 
lands  affected  by  this  decision,  an  agency  of 
the  Federal  government,  or  regional 
corporation  may  appeal  the  decision  to  the 
Alaska  Native  Claims  Appeal  Board.  P.O. 

Box  2433,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510  with  a 
copy  served  upon  ^th  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Alaska  State  Office,  701  C 
Street.  Box  13.  Anchorage,  Alaska  99513  and 
the  Regional  Solicitor.  Office  of  the  Solicitor, 
510  L  Street  Suite  408,  Anchorage.  Alaska 
99501.  The  time  limits  for  hling  an  appeal  are: 

1.  Parties  receiving  service  of  this 
decision  shall  have  30  days  &om  the 
receipt  of  this  decision  to  file  an  appeal. 

2.  Unknown  parties,  parties  unable  to 
be  located  after  reasonable  efforts  have 
been  expended  to  locate,  and  parties 
who  failed  or  refused  to  sign  the  return 
receipt  shall  have  until  June  9, 1980  to 
file  an  appeal. 

Any  party  known  or  unknown  who  is 
adversely  affected  by  this  decision  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  those  rights 
which  were  adversely  affected  unless  an 
appeal  is  timely  filed  with  the  Alaska 
Native  Claims  Appeal  Board. 

To  aviod  summary  dismissal  of  the 
appeaL  there  must  be  strict  compliance 
with  the  regulations  governing  such 
appeals.  Father  information  on  the 
manner  of  and  requirements  for  filing  an 
appeal  may  be  obtained  from  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  701  C  Street,  Box 
13,  Achorage,  Alaska  99513. 

If  an  appeal  is  taken,  the  parties  to  be 
served  with  a  copy  of  the  notice  of 
appeal  are: 

Afognak  Native  Corporation,  Box  14, 

Kodiak,  Alaska  99615 


Koniag,  Inc.,  Regional  Native 
Corporation.  Box  746,  Kodiak,  Alaska 
99615 

State  of  Alaska,  Department  of  Natural 
Resoruces,  Division  of  Research  and 
Development,  323  East  Fourth 
Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501 

Ricky  M.  Elliott, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

int  Doc.  80-142S5  Filed  S-7-W;  8:45  amf 
BILLING  CODE  431(>-84-M 


Arizona  Strip  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Arizona  Strip  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  will  meet  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
Tuesday,  June  10, 1980,  at  the  Four- 
Seasons  Motor  Inn  and  Convention 
Center,  Suite  8,  747  East  St.  George 
Boulevard,  St.  George,  Utah. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  make 
final  recommendations  regarding  the 
expenditure  of  range  improvement  funds 
on  the  District. 

The  meeting  will  be  open.  Any  person 
wishing  to  make  a  presentation  to  the 
Board  or  submit  a  written  statement 
should  contact  the  official  designated 
below  at  least  Hve  (5)  days  prior  to  the 
meeting. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  196  East  Tabernacle 
Street.  St.  George,  Utah  84770.  (801)  673- 
3545) 

Billy  R.  Templeton, 

District  Manager. 

May.  2. 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14239  Filed  W-80:  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Arizona;  Additional  Public  Hearings 
and  the  Extension  of  the  Comment 
Period  on  the  Draft  Suitability  Report 
and  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Proposed  Wilderness  Designation  of 
Instant  Study  Areas  for  the  Arizona 
Strip  District,  Northern  Mohave  and 
Coconino  Counties,  Arizona 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
hold  two  Public  Hearings  in  addition  to 
those  published  in  the  Thursday,  April  3, 
1980,  Federal  Register.  The  hearings  will 
be  held  in  the  following  locations; 

Kingman,  Arizona,  English  Building,  Mohave 
Community  College,  1971  Jagerson — ^June  3, 
1980,  7:30  p.m. 

Flagstaff,  Arizona,  Evergreen  Motel, 

Greenery  Room,  1010  E.  Santa  Fe — June  4, 
1980,  7:30  p.m. 


The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
extend  the  comment  period  on  the  draft 
documents  until  30  days  after  the  United 
States  Geological  Survey  and  Bureau  of 
Mines  Mineral  Report  is  made  available 
to  the  public. 

Public  reading  copies  will  be  available 
for  review  at  the  following  locations: 

Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Interior  Building,  18th  and  C 
Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20244, 
Telephone  (202)  343-5717. 

Arizona  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  2400  Valley  Bank  Center, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85073,  Telephone  (602) 
261-3706. 

Utah  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  136  E.  Temple.  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84111,  Telephone  (801)  524-4227. 
Arizona  Strip  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  196  E.  Tabernacle,  St. 

George,  Utah  84770,  Telephone  (801)  673- 
3545. 

Gedar  City  District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1579  N.  Main,  Cedar  City, 
Utah  84720,  Telephone  (801)  586-2801. 
Kanab  Resource  Area  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  320  North  First  East,  Kanab, 
Utah  84741,  Telephone  (801)  644-2672. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
publish  a  notice  of  availability  of  the 
Minerals  Report  and  the  ending  of  the 
comment  period  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  in  the  local  news  media. 

Comments  received  on  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  and 
draft  suitability  report,  whether  written 
or  oral,  will  be  given  equal 
consideration  during  the  preparation  of 
the  final  document. 

Tom  Allen, 

Acting  State  Director. 

April  29, 1980. 

[FRboc.  80-14143  Filed  S-7-80:  8:45  ami 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


[CA  48671 

California;  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of  Land 

Notice  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  the 
Interior,  application  CA  4867  for 
withdrawal  and  reservation  of  land  for 
the  establishment  of  the  Hopper 
Mountain  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Ventura  County,  California,  was 
published  as  Federal  Register  Document 
78-4257  on  page  6842  of  the  issue  of 
February  16, 1978.  The  applicant  agency 
has  cancelled  its  application  in  its 
entirety. 

San  Bernardino  Meridian 
T.  4  N..  R.  19  W.. 

Sec.  3.  Lots  9  and  10  and  SEy4SWV^; 

Sec.  4,  Lot  9. 
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The  area  aggregates  approximately 
150.97  acres. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  2091.2-5(b),  such 
lands  at  10:00  a.m.  June  9, 1980,  will  be 
relieved  of  the  above  mentioned 
application. 

Joan  B.  Russell, 

Chief,  Lands  Section,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc  80-14144  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-S4-M 


Colorado;  Proposed  Withdrawal  and 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

Summary:  Pursuant  to  Section  204  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2743, 
43  U.S.C.  1714,  notice.is  given  of 
proposed  withdrawal  and  opportunity 
for  public  hearing. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior  filed 
application  Colorado  30130  on  April  30, 
1980  for  withdrawal  of  7.6  acres  of 
public  land  for  an  administrative  site 
near  Montrose,  Colorado.  This 
application  is  for  the  following 
described  lands: 

T.  48  N.,  R.  9  W.,  N.M.P.M. 

Section  4: 

That  part  of  Tract  37  more  particularly 
described  as  follows:  Beginning  at  a  point  N 
0°17.2'  W  300  feet  from  AP  8  of  Tract  37 
Thence,  to  AP  4,  thence  to  AP  5,  thence  to  AP 
6,  thence  to  AP  7,  thence  to  AP  8,  thence  to 
point  of  beginning. 

Containing  7.6  acres. 

The  above-described  lands  are  to  be 
withdrawn  from  settlement,^  sale, 
location  and  entry  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  mining  laws,  30 

U. S.C.,  Ch.  2.,  but  not  the  mineral  leasing 
laws.  The  segregative  effect  of  the 
pending  withdrawal  application  will 
terminate  two  years  from  date  of  this 
publication  (May  8, 1982],  unless  final 
withdrawal  action  is  taken  or 
application  is  terminated  by  action  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Notice  of  opportunity  for  public 
hearing  is  hereby  given  on  this  proposed 
withdrawal.  All  persons  who  desire  to 
be  heard  on  this  withdrawal  must  file 
written  request  with  the  State  Director 
at  the  address  shown  below. 

If  a  public  hearing  is  scheduled,  notice 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
giving  the  time  and  place.  Such  hearing 
will  be  conducted  in  accordance  with 
BLM  Manual,  sec.  2351.16B. 

In  lieu  of  or  in  addition  to  attendance 
at  a  scheduled  public  hearing,  written 
comments  or  objections  regarding  this 
withdrawal  application  may  be  filed 


with  the  undersigned  officer  at  the 
Colorado  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1600  Broadway,  Denver, 
CO  80202  on  or  before  June  9, 1980. 
Robert  D.  Dinsmore, 

Chief  Branch  of  Adjudication. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14186  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


'  Ely  District— Nevada  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  94-579  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Ely  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board 
will  be  held  Wednesday,  June  11, 1980. 

The  meeting  will  convene  at  8  a.m. 
(PDT)  in  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  Office  1  mile  south  of  Ely, 
Nevada  on  the  Pioche  Highway. 
Attendees  will  then  travel  to  Lake 
Valley  for  a  tour  of  an  allotment  under 
an  Allotment  Management  Plan.  A 
business  meeting  will  be  held  at  a  field 
location  during  the  tour. 

The  Agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

(1)  Review  the  minutes  of  previous  meeting, 

(2)  introduction  of  new  Board  Members  and 
explanation  of  the  Advisory  Board  Charter, 

(3)  election  of  officers  by  the  Board,  (4)  status 
and  update  of  the  Schell  and  Egan  Resources’ 
inventories  and  grazing  Environmental 
Impact  Statements,  (5)  public  comment 
period,  (6)  Advisory  Board  recommendations. 

The  tour  and  meeting  are  open  to  the 
public.  Interested  persons  may  make 
oral  statements  to  the  Board  beginning 
at  2  p.m.  on  June  11, 1980,  or  file  written 
statements  for  consideration  by  the 
Board.  Anyone  wishing  to  make  an  oral 
^  statement  to  the  Board  must  notify  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  by  close  of  business  June 
10, 1980.  Depending  on  the  number  of 
persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements,  a  time  limit  per  person  will 
be  established  by  the  Ely  District 
Manager.  Persons  attending  will  be 
responsible  to  furnish  their  own 
transportation,  food,  and  drink. 

A  summary  of  the  minutes  of  the 
Advisory  Board  Meeting  wilt  be  on  file 
at  the  District  Office  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
reproduction  during  regular  office  hours 
for  30  days  following  the  meeting. 

Date  Signed:  May  1, 1980. 

Neil  B.  McCIeery, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14189  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Establishment  of  Recreation  Use 
Controis  Within  Boundaries  of  Wiid 
and  Scenic  River  Area  of  the  Rio 
Grande  River  Component  of  the 
Nationai  Wiid  and  Scenic  Rivers 
System 

April  25. 1980. 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
action:  Notice  of  Commercial  and 
Noncommercial  Permit  Requirement  for 
Boaters  on  the  Rio  Grande  Wild  and 
Scenic  River. 

decision:  Notice  is  hereby  given  by 
authority  of  the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers 
Act  (82  Stat.  906: 16  U.S.C.  1271  et  seq.J, 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management 
Act  of  1976  (90  Stat.  2743;  43  U.S.C.  1701 
et  seq.).  Land  and  Water  Conservation 
Fund  Act  (78  Stat.  899),  43  CFR  Part 
8350,  Subpart  8351.2;  43  CFR  Part  8370, 
Subpart  8372.1  of  the  requirements  and 
rules  regulating  permits  for  commercial 
and  noncommercial  boaters  on  the  Rio 
Grande  Wild  and  Scenic  River  which  is 
located  beginning  at  the  Colorado-New 
Mexico  border  and  extending  52.75 
miles  to  the  Taos  Junction  Bridge  at 
Pilar,  New  Mexico. 

Definitions 

1.  “Commercial  Use”  is  recreational 
use  of  the  public  lands  for  business  or 
financial  gain.  When  any  authorized 
outfitter  employee,  or  agent  of  an 
authorized  outfitter,  operator,  or 
participant  makes  or  attempts  to  make  a 
profit,  salary,  increase  his  capital  worth, 
advance  or  promote  his  business  or 
financial  standing,  or  supports,  in  any 
part,  other  programs  or  activities  from 
amounts  received  from  or  for  services 
rendered  to  customers  or  participants  in 
the  permitted  activity,  as  a  result  of 
having  the  special  recreation  permit,  the 
use  will  be  considered  commercial.  The 
collection  by  an  authorized  outfitter  or 
his  agent  of  any  fee,  charge  or  other 
compensation  which  is  not  strictly  a 
sharing  of  or  is  in  excess  of  actual  costs 
or  expenses  incurred  for  the  purpose  of 
the  activity  or  use  shall  make  the 
activity  or  use  commercial.  Recreation 
use  by  educational  and  therapeutic 
institutions  is  considered  commercial 
when  the  above  criteria  are  met.  Profit 
making  organizations  are  automatically 
classified  as  commercial,  even  if  that 
part  of  their  activity  covered  by  the 
permit  is  not  profit  making.  Nonprofit 
status  of  any  group  or  organization 
under  the  Internal  Revenue,  or  postal 
laws,  or  regulations  does  not  in  itself 
determine  whether  an  event  or  activity 
arranged  by  such  a  group  or 
organization  is  noncommercial.  Any 
person,  group  or  organization  seeking  to 
qualify  as  noncommercial  shall  have  the 
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burden  of  establishing  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  authorized  officer  that  no 
financial  or  business  gain  will  be 
derived  from  the  proposed  use. 

2.  “Actual  Costs  or  Expenses”  are 
costs  or  expenses  necessarily  incurred 
for  the  permitted  activity  or  use.  These 
terms  include,  but  are  not  limited  to  the 
actual  cost  of  such  items  as  expendable 
equipment  and  supplies.  Actual  costs  or 
expenses  will  not  include  any  salaries, 
profit,  increase  of  actual  worth, 
allowances  or  subsidies  of  any  other 
activities  of  the  authorized  outfitter  or 
sponsor,  the  purchase  or  amortization  of 
nonexpendable  supplies  or  equipment, 
any  allowance  of  undersubscribed 
events  or  any  monetary  compensation 
for  sponsors  or  participants. 

3.  “Outfitter”  is  any  person 
undertaking  commercial  use  of  the 
public  lands  within  the  regulated  area. 
Provided,  however,  that  only  one 
outntter  will  be  recognized  for  each 
group  of  people  constituting  a  guided 
boating  party. 

4.  “Authorized  Outfitters”  are  those 
outfitters  who  have  been  issued  a 
current  Federal  Commercial  Outfitter- 
Guide  Permit. 

5.  “Noncommercial  Recreation  Use” 

for  the  purpose  of  this  notice  will  be  any 
recreational  use  that  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  stated  above  for  “commercial 
use.”  ^ 

6.  “Noncommercial  User”  is  any 
person  undertaking  noncommercial 
recreation  use  of  the  public  lands  within 
the  regulated  area. 

7.  “Regulated  Area”  is  the  Rio  Grande 
Wild  and  Scenic  River  from  the 
Colorado-New  Mexico  border  to  the 
Taos  Junction  Bridge  at  Pilar,  New 
Mexico. 

8.  “Regulated  Period”  is  the  period 
from  April  15  through  August  15. 

9.  “Managing  Agency”  is  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management. 

10.  “Management  Plan”  is  the  Rio 
Grande  Wild  and  Scenic  River  Interim 
Management  Plan  completed  on 
February  19, 1980. 

Rules 

To  comply  with  the  letter  and  intent  of 
the  Wild  and  Scenic  Rivers  Act,  the 
managing  agency  finds  it  necessary  to 
regulate  all  river  float  trips  within  the 
regulated  area. 

Commercial  and  noncommercial  use 
shall  be  regulated  during  the  regulated 
period. 

No  party  will  be  authorized  to  operate 
in  the  regulated  area  without  obtaining  a 
valid  permit  and  complying  with  the 
stipulations  contained  therein. 

Therefore,  commercial  and 
noncommercial  use  of  the  previously 
described  regulated  area  will  be 


permitted  under  the  following 
limitations  and  conditions. 

A.  Commercial  Use 

Outfitters  must  apply  to  the  BLM  Taos 
Resource  Area  Office,  P.O.  Box  1045, 
Taos,  New  Mexico  87571,  telephone 
number  (505)  758-^51  for  a  commercial 
outfitter  permit  by  January  31  of  each 
year.  No  outfitter  will  be  authorized  to 
operate  in  the  regulated  area  without 
obtaining  a  valid  permit  and  complying 
with  stipulations  therein.  The  following 
stipulations  must  be  adhered  to  for  a 
Special  Recreation  Use  Permit  to  be 
issued  a  commercial  outfitter. 

1.  An  adequate  first-aid  kit  will  be 
carried  to  handle  any  emergency 
situations. 

2.  As  required  by  New  Mexico  State 
Law,  an  approved  U.S.  Coast  Guard  life 
preserver  Type  1  or  Type  V  will  be  worn 
by  every  person  in  the  party. 

3.  Patching  and  repair  equipment  will 
be  carried  during  the  trip  to  make 
emergency  repairs.  Two  oars  or  paddles 
must  be  available  to  replace  lost  or 
broken  ones. 

4.  To  avoid  overuse  of  the  few  small 
camp  areas,  the  maximum  overnight 
party  size  within  the  regulated  section 
will  be  no  more  than  18  people. 

5.  To  avoid  crowding  and  congestion 
the  maximum  party  size  for  day  use  will 
be  25. 

6.  Each  commercial  permittee  will  be 
limited  to  one  launch  per  day. 

7.  The  following  minimal  impact 
procedures  will  be  followed: 

a.  All  parties  will  bury  their  human 
feces  at  least  50  feet  from  the  river  bank 
and  10  feet  above  the  waterline. 

b.  All  garbage  and  debris  generated 
from  the  rating  operation  will  be  carried 
out  and  disposed  of  in  a  lawful  manner. 

c.  Campfires  will  be  contained  in 
firepans.  No  live  or  standing  trees  will 
be  used  for  firewood.  Coals  and  ashes 
will  be  carried  out. 

8.  The  permittee  will  provide  BLM 
with  an  insurance  policy.  Verification  of 
the  policy  must  be  received  by  April  1  or 
30  days  prior  to  the  first  commercial  or 
training  trip. 

9.  The  permittee  is  required  to  obtain 
and  maintain  a  comprehensive  liability 
insurance  policy  covering  the  operations 
of  the  permittee  under  the  permit  in  the 
following  minimum  amounts: 

a.  $100,000  for  bodily  injury  to  any 
person  and  $300,000  for  any  occurrence; 

b.  $10,000  for  property  damage  for  any 
one  occurrence; 

c.  thirty  (30)  days  notice  to  the  BLM 
office  prior  to  the  cancellation  or 
modification  of  the  insurance  policy. 

10.  The  permittee  is  subject  to  all  the 
conditions  of  the  Special  Recreation 
Application  and  Permit  (8370-1). 


11.  The  BLM  will  not  be  held 
responsible  for  any  injury  or  loss  of 
property  of  life  associated  with  the 
permittee’s  rafting  operation. 

12.  The  commercial  river  rafting 
applicant  will  provide  an  operating  plan 
to  accompany  the  application.  This  plan 
will  include  the  following: 

a.  A  map  or  diagram  that  will  show: 

(1)  Proposed  rafting  routes: 

(2)  Put-in  and  take-out  points: 

(3)  Access  routes; 

(4)  Parking  areas; 

(5)  Trails  used  to  move  people  and 
equipment  to  the  riven 

(6)  Customary  stopping  places  along 
the  river. 

b.  Projected  schedule  of  operations 
that  will  indicate  use  periods  and  total 
length  of  season  of  use. 

c.  Estimated  number  of  persons  that 
will  participate  in  the  rafting 
expeditions. 

d.  A  description  of  the  type  and 
estimated  number  of  vehicles  and  rafts 
that  will  be  used  in  the  total  operation. 

e.  A  plan  for  the  disposal  of  garbage, 
debris  and  human  waste  generated  by 
the  rafting  expeditions. 

f.  An  emergency  plan  outlining  search 
and  rescue  measures  in  the  event  of  an 
accident  or  injury  to  a  participant. 

g.  A  description  of  proposed  services 
to  the  public  including  length  of  trip(s), 
cost  of  participants  and  any  additional 
services. 

h.  A  financial  statement  which 
indicates  current  ratio  of  equity  capital, 
summary  of  past  (up  to  three  (3)  years) 
operations  expenses  and  income.  All 
operators  will  show  source  of  financial 
support. 

13.  Fees  will  be  collected  for 
commercial  use  according  to  the 
following  guidelines: 

a.  All  commercial  river  rafting 
applicants  must  pay  a  ten  dollar  ($10.00) 
filing  fee  which  is  not  refundable. 

Checks  are  made  payable  to  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management. 

b.  A  minimum  of  $25.00  is  required  for 
commercial  use  not  in  excess  of  50  user 
days.  Payment  for  use  in  excess  of  50 
user  days  shall  be  in  the  amount  of 
$25.00  each  additional  50  user  days  or 
fraction  thereof. 

14.  The  permittee  will  provide  the 
Taos  Resource  Area  Manager  with  a 
written  report  following  each  rafting 
season  outlining  the  trips  taken  and 
number  of  participants.  This  report  will 
point  out  any  problems  or  conflicts  that 
occurred  under  the  operation  of  the 
permit.  This  report  must  be  received  by 
the  Taos  Resource  Area  Office  by 
October  1  of  each  year.  Failure  to 
submit  this  report  will  be  considered 
grounds  to  deny  a  permit  for  future 
commercial  use. 
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B.  Noncommercial  Use 

During  the  regulated  period, 
noncommerical  boating  use  in  the 
regulated  area  shall  be  limited  to  parties 
holding  a  noncommercial  free-use 
permit  issued  by  the  managing  agency. 
The  following  stipulations  must  be 
followed  when  a  free-use 
noncommercial  permit  is  issued. 

1.  An  adequate  first-aid  kit  will  be 
carried  to  handle  emergency  situations. 

2.  As  required  by  New  Mexico  State 
Law,  an  approved  U.S.  Coast  Guard  life 
preserver  must  be  worn  by  every  person 
in  the  party.  During  high  water  periods 
when  the  flow  exceeds  1,800  cfs,  all 
boaters  are  urged  to  wear  a  Type  1  or 
Type  V  U.S.  Coast  Guard  approved 
personnel  floatation  device. 

3.  Patching  and  repair  equipment  must 
be  carried  during  the  trip  to  make 
emergency  repairs.  This  will  include  a 
pump  for  parties  with  inflatable  craft. 

4.  Each  oar  and  paddle  craft  must 
carry  an  extra  set  of  oars  or  paddles  to 
replace  lost  or  broken  ones.  Kayaks  and 
covered  canoes  should  carry  one  extra 
paddle  per  party. 

5.  Canoes  and  other  open  deck  hard 
hull  boats  will  not  be  permitted  on 
sections  rated  over  Class  III  as  specifled 
in  the  Management  Plan. 

6.  To  avoid  overuse  of  the  few  small 
camp  areas,  the  maximum  overnight 
party  size  within  the  regulated  area  will 
be  no  more  than  18  people. 

7.  To  avoid  crowding  and  congestion, 
the  maximum  single  party  size  for  day 
use  will  be  25. 

8.  The  following  minimal  impact 
procedures  will  be  followed: 

a.  All  parties  will  bury  their  human 
feces  at  least  50  feet  from  the  river  bank 
and  10  feet  above  the  waterline. 

b.  All  garbage  and  debris  generated 
from  the  rafting  operation  will  be 
carried  out  and  disposed  of  in  a  lawful 
manner. 

c.  Campfires  will  be  contained  in 
firepans.  No  live  or  standing  trees  will 
be  used  for  firewood.  Coals  and  ashes 
will  be  carried  out. 

c.  Enforcement 

1.  Commercial:  In  the  event  the 
authorized  outfitter  violates  the  party 
size  limitations,  he  shall  be  subject  to 
termination  of  his  permit.  Any  outfitter 
or  guide  entering  the  regulated  area 
without  a  permit  will  be  subject  to  the 
penalties  prescribed  under  43  CFR 
8372.0-7  and  under  applicable  State  of 
New  Mexico  regulations. 

2.  Noncommercial:  All  members  of  a 
noncommercial  party  entering  the 
regulated  area  without  a  valid  permit 
will  be  subject  to  the  penalties 
prescribed  in  43  CFR  8372.0-7. 


3.  Provisions:  The  provisions  of  this 
notice  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  and  shall  remain  in  effect 
until  revoked. 

D.  Further  Information 

Maps,  Commercial  and 
Noncommercial  River  Use  Applications 
(Form  8370-1)  and  information 
concerning  water  level  and  river 
conditions  may  be  obtained  from: 
Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Albuquerque  District  Office,  P.O.  Box 
6770,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87107,  (505)  766-2455. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Taos 
Resource  Area,  P.O.  Box  1045,  Taos, 
New  Mexico  87571,  (505)  758-8851. 
Arthur  W.  Zimmerman, 

State  Director. 

IFR  Doc.  80-14146  Rled  5-7-60:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Grand  Junction  District;  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Grand  Junction  District  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  Jime  18, 1980. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  a.m.  near 
the  service  road,  south  of  the  Silt, 
Colorado  Interchange  on  Interstate 
Highway  70.  Attendees  will  tour  the 
Upper  Garfield  Allotment  and  then 
travel  to  Glenwood  Springs  for  the 
balance  of  the  meeting.  The  meeting  in 
Glenwood  Springs  will  be  held  at  the 
BLM  office  at  50629  West  Highway  6 
and  24. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include:  (1)  a  discussion  of  problems 
associated  with  the  allotment 
management  plan  for  the  Upper  Garfield 
Allotment,  (2)  the  minutes  of  the 
previous  meeting,  (3)  a  review  of 
progress  on  fiscal  year  1980  range 
improvement  projects,  (4)  a  discussion 
of  proposed  fiscal  year  1981  range 
improvement  projects,  and  (5)  the 
arrangements  for  the  next  meeting. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  to  the  board  between  4:00 
and  4:30  p.m.,  or  file  written  statements 
for  the  board’s  consideration.  Anyone 
wishing  to  make  an  oral  statement  must 
notify  the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management.  764  Horizon  Drive, 
Grand  Junction,  Colorado  81501,  by  June 
6, 1980.  Depending  on  the  number  of 
persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements,  a  per  person  time  limit  may 
be  established  by  the  District  Manager. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  the  tour  should 
furnish  their  own  transportation,  food, 
and  drink. 


Summary  minutes  of  the  board 
meeting  will  be  maintained  in  the 
District  Office  and  be  available  for 
public  inspection  and  reproductions 
(during  regular  business  hours)  within  30 
days  following  the  meeting. 

Further  information  on  the  meeting 
may  be  obtained  at  the  above  address 
or  by  calling  (303)  243-6552. 

David  A.  Jones, 

District  Manager, 

[FR  Doc.  86-14145  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  pm] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-S4-M 


Idaho  Falls  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  the  Idaho  Falls 
District  Grazing  Advisory  Board  will 
meet  June  12, 1980. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  8:00  a.m.  in 
the  conference  room  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  office,  940  Lincoln 
Road,  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho,  83401.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Interested 
persons  may  make  oral  statements  to 
the  Board  between  8:00  and  8:30  a.m.  or 
file  written  statements  for  the  Board’s 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to  make 
an  oral  statement  must  notify  the  Idaho 
Falls  BLM  District  Manager  at  the  above 
address  by  June  1, 1980.  Depending  on 
the  number  of  persons  wishing  to  make 
oral  statements,  a  per  person  time  limit 
may  be  established. 

Ilie  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
include: 

1.  Update  on  status  of  projects 
discussed  at  the  last  meeting. 

2.  Discussion  of  variations  in  fiscal 
year  1980  range  betterment  and 
Advisory  Board  fimds. 

3.  Tour  of  several  allotments  in  the  Big 
Desert  Planning  Unit  that  will  be 
scheduled  for  allotment  management 
plans  following  the  Big  Desert 
Rangeland  Management  Environmental 
Impact  Statement. 

4.  Arrangements  for  the  next  meeting. 

'The  Big  Desert  tour  is  also  open  to  the 

public,  but  interested  persons  must 
furnish  their  own  transportation. 
Departure  will  be  from  the  Idaho  Falls 
District  office  at  9:00  a.m. 

Representatives  of  the  Idaho 
Department  of  Lands  and  Idaho 
Department  of  Fish  &  Game  will  be 
invited  to  participate  in  the  Big  Desert 
tour  as  part  of  the  consultation  and 
cooperation  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  95-514. 

Summary  minutes  of  the  Board 
meeting  will  be  kept  in  the  District 
Office  and  be  available  for  public 
inspection  and  reproduction,  (during 
regular  business  hours)  within  30  days 
following  the  meeting. 
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Dated:  May  1, 1980. 

O’dell  A.  Frandsen, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc  80-14187  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


rM  1793.  M  10419.  M  23321,  M  23941,  and  M 
23948] 

Montana;  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 

April  30. 1980. 

The  Department  of  Transportation 
filed  Rve  applications  for  withdrawal 
and  reservation  of  lands  from  mineral 
entry  for  proposed  highway 
construction.  The  Department  has 
canceled  the  applications  insofar  as 
they  affect  the  following  described  land: 

Principal  Meridian,  Montana 

M 1793  (Partial  Relinquishment) 

T.  2  S..  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  10.  NEy4SEy4. 

T.  3  S.,  R.  9  W.. 

Sec.  13.  NWy4NWy4: 
j  Sec.  14,  E^SEVt;  and 
Sec.  26.  E%NWy4. 

T.  5  S.,  R.  9  W., 

Sec.  3.  SEy4NWy4  and  NWy4SWy4. 

320  Acres. 

V 

Original  application  published  in 
Federal  Register  FR  Doc.  67-6063, 
Volume  32,  No.  105,  page  7921  on  June  1, 
1967. 

M 10419  (Partial  Relinquishment) 

T.  19  N.,  R.  29  W.. 

Sec.  31.  E%NEy4. 

T.  19  N..  R.  30  W.. 

Sec.  18,  Lots  3  and  4,  SEy4SWV4,  and 
Sy2SEy4. 

Sec.  19,  NEy4NEy4; 

Sec.  20.  NEy4NEy4,  sy2NEy4,  wy!Nwy4, 
and  SEy4NWy4;  and 
Sec.  25.  NEy4SWy4  and  NWy4SEy4. 

T.  19  N..  R.  31  W., 

Sec.  7.  Lot  2.  NWy4SEy4.  SEy4SEy4.  and 
unpatented  portion  of  NEyiSW’A. 

Sec.  8,  S%SWy4,  NEy4SEy4.  and 
SWy4SEy4; 

Sec.  9,  SV4: 

Sec.  10.  SWy4,  WyjSE’A,  and  SEy4SEy4; 
Sec.  13.  SysNWy4,  NEy4SWy4,  and 
N%SEy4; 

Sec.  14,  Unpatented  portion  of  SWy4NWy4, 
and  SEy4NEy4;  and 
Sec.  15.  NEy4NEy4. 

T.  19  N..  R.  32  W.. 

Sec.  2,  Sy2SWy4; 

Sec.  3.  SW'ANE'A,  SEy4NWy4.  Ny2SWy4. 
and  SEy4; 

Sec.  4.  SWy4NEy4,  Nwy4,  NEy4SWy4.  and 
NyjSEy4; 

9pr 

Sec!  li,  SV^NEy4.'E%NWy4.  and  NViSEy4; 
and 

Sec.  12,  S%NEy4,  SWy4.  and  N%SEy4. 

T.  20  N..  R.  32  W.. 

Sec.  32,  All. 

3,713.74  acres. 

Original  application  published  in 
Federal  Register  FR  Doc.  68-15089, 


Volume  33,  No.  246,  pages  18948-49, 
December  19, 1968. 

M 23321  (Partial  Relinquishment) 

T.  2  N..  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  18.  Lot  3. 

T.  3  N..  R.  4  W.. 

Sec.  32,  Wy2Eya  and  SEy4SWy4. 

T.  4  N..  R.  4  W.. 

Sec.  4,  Lots  3  and  4,  and  SV^NWV4;  and 
Sec.  28.  EMi. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  4  W.. 

Sec.  7.  SEy4SWy4  and  S%SE%; 

Sec.  8.  swy4.  Sy8NWy4SEy4,  and 

swy4SEy4; 

Sec.  16,  W%Eya  and  E%W%; 

Sec.  18,  Lots  1  and  2,  NV^NE%,  and 
NEy4NWy4; 

Sec  21.  WVitE^  and  EytViVzx 
Sec.  28,  EViiNWya  and  SWy4;  and 
Sec.  33.  WV^. 

T.2N..  R.5W., 

Sec.  24.  NWVi. 

T.  4  N..  R.  5  W.. 

Sec.  6.  Lots  1.  2.  4.  5.  6.  7, 8,  and  9. 

T.  5  N..  R.  5  W.. 

Sec.  13.  Lots  2  and  3.  SWV4,  and  W^SE^; 
Sec.  14,  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  22,  Lots  1  and  2,  SEy4SWt4.  and 
NWy4SEy4; 

Sec.  23,  Lots  1. 2, 3,  and  6.  N14NE14,  and 
NEy4NWy4; 

Sec.  27,  Lots  3,  4,  and  5; 

Sec.  28,  Lots  7,  8, 10, 11. 12, 13. 15. 16,  and 
17; 

Sec.  32,  Lots  1, 6,  7, 8, 9, 10,  and  11;  and 
Sec.  33,  Lot  1. 

3,884.95  acres. 

Original  application  published  in 
Federal  Register  FR  Doc.  72-18369, 
Volume  37,  No.  208,  page  22997,  October 
27, 1972. 

M  23941  (Entire  Relinquishment) 

T.  5  N..  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  30,  Lots  1, 2,  3,  and  4,  and  EV^Wi4;  and 
Sec.  31,  Lots  1, 2,  3,  and  4,  E’A,  and 
EyjW%. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  15,  Lot  1,  NEy4,  W%,  NEy4SEy4.  and 

wy!SEy4; 

Sec.  22,  Lots  1  and  2,  and  SV^NEt4; 

Sec.  23.  All; 

Sec.  24,  Lots  3  and  4,  S%NWy4,  and  SWVi; 
and 

Sec.  25,  Lots  1, 2, 3,  and  4,  and  WV^E’A. 
2,991.16  acres. 

Original  application  published  in 
Federal  Register  FR  Doc.  73-614,  Volume 
38,  No.  7,  page  1288,  January  11, 1973. 

M  23948  (Entire  Relinquishment) 

T.  3  N..  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  8.  SWy4. 

T.  2  N..  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  4,  Lots  1  and  2,  Sy2NEy4,  and  SV&;  and 
Sec.  24,  NEy4. 

T.  3  N..  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  2,  Lots  2,  3,  and  4,  Sy!NWy4,  SWy4. 

NEy4SEy4,  and  SyiSEy4;  and 
Sec.  24,  N‘/4. 

T.  5  N..  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  19,  Lot  4; 

Sec.  30,  SEy4;  and 

Sec.  32,  Wy!NEy4,  SEy4NEy4.  and  NW’A. 

T.  5  N..  R.  4  W„ 

Sec.  13,  Lot  3;  and 


Sec.  14,  Lots  1, 2. 3,  and  4,  SWV^NW'A, 
Ny2SWy4.  and  NWy4SEy4. 

2,409.25  acres. 

Original  application  published  in 
Federal  Register  FR  Doc.  73-613,  Volume 
38,  No.  7,  page  1288,  January  11, 1973. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  2091.2-5(b](l).  at  8 
a.m.  on  June  15, 1980,  such  land  will  be 
relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of  the 
above-mentioned  applications. 

Roland  F.  Lee, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations, 

|FR  Doc.  80-14188  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-S4-M 


Outer  Continental  Shelf  Advisory 
Board;  Alaska  Regional  Technical 
Working  Group  Committee;  Meeting 

This  notice  is  issued  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-643. 

The  Alaska  Regional  Technical 
Working  Group  Committee  of  the 
National  Advisory  Board  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  June  3M,  1980,  beginning  at  9 
a.m.  in  the  Coast  Guard  conference 
room,  7th  floor.  Federal  Building,  Juneau, 
Alaska. 

The  meeting  will  cover  the  following 
principal  subjects: 

— A  discussion  of  lease  stipulations; 
review  of  sale  55  proposed  mitigating 
measures 

— A  presentation  on  oilspill  cleanup 
technology,  and  fate  and  effects  of  oil 

— Discussion  of  regional 
transportation  management  plan 
components 

— Review  of  FY 1981  Studies 
Technical  Development  Plans 

— Review  of  FY  1982  Draft  Studies 
Plan 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
Public  attendance  may  be  limited  by  the 
space  available.  Summary  minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  available  at  the 
Alaska  OCS  OfHce  for  public  inspection 
and  copying  3  weeks  after  the  meeting. 

For  further  information,  contact  Gordy 
Euler  at  the  Alaska  OCS  Office,  (907) 
276-2955. 

Esther  C.  Wunnicke, 

Manager,  Alaska  OCS  Office. 

|FR  Doc  80-14184  Filed  5-7-80;  ft45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-M-M 


Worland  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463}  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the 
Worland  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board  to  be  held  at  1:00  p.m.,  June  24, 
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1980,  in  the  conference  room  of  the  BLM 
office  in  Worland,  Wyoming. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  includes; 

(1)  Election  of  chairman  and  vice- 
chairman; 

(2)  Review  of  1980  FY  project 
program; 

(3)  Discussion  and  recommendations 
for  1981  FY  range  improvement  projects; 
and 

(4)  Opportunity  for  public  comment. 
The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 

public.  Interested  persons  may  make 
oral  statements  to  the  Board,  or  file 
written  statements  for  the  Board's 
consideration.  Anyone  wishing  to  make 
an  oral  statement  must  notify  the 
District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1700  Robertson,  Worland, 
Wyoming,  82401,  by  June  20, 1980. 

Summary  minutes  of  this  meeting  will 
be  on  file  in  the  District  Office  and 
available  for  public  inspection  (during 
regular  business  hours)  within  30  days 
following  the  meeting. 

John  A.  Kwiatkowski, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14147  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4310-S4-M 


[CA-250] 

Termination  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 
and  Reservation  of  Land 

Notice  of  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  the 
Interior,  application  CA  250  for 
withdrawal  and  reservation  of  all  of  the 
unreserved  islands,  rocks,  and  reefs  in 
Federal  ownership  offshore  from  the 
coast  of  California,  lying  above  the 
mean  high  tide  from  Oregon  to  the 
Mexican  border,  for  establishment  of  the 
California  Island  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  FR  Doc.  74-125  on  page  1080  of 
the  issue  of  January  4, 1974.  The 
applicant  agency  has  Canceled  its 
application  in  its  entirety. 

The  majority  of  the  islands,  rocks  and 
reefs  are  unsurveyed,  therefore,  a  legal 
description  and  a  total  acreage  is 
unavailable. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  2091.2-5(b),  such 
lands  at  10:00  a.m.  June  10, 1980,  will  be 
relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of  the 
above  mentioned  application. 

Joan  B.  Russell, 

Chief,  Lands  Section,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14185  Filed  5-7-80;  8;45  pm] 

BlUING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Utah;  Invitation  for  Coal  Exploration 
License— Northwest  Carbon  Corp. 

Members  of  the  public  are  hereby 
invited  to  participate  with  Northwest 
Carbon  Corporation,  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Northwest  Energy 
Company,  in  a  program  for  the 
exploration  of  coal  deposits  owned  by 
the  United  States  of  America  in  the 
following-described  lands  located  in 
Emery  County,  Utah: 

T.16S..R.7E..SLM.Utah: 

Sec.  32,  all. 

Containing  640  acres. 

The  company  is  planning  to  drill  two 
exploratory  holes,  one  in  each  half  of 
the  section  described.  A  copy  of  the 
exploration  plan  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Utah  State  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

Any  interested  party  is  invited  to 
notify  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
University  Club  Building,  136  East  South 
Temple,  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah  84111,  and 
Al  Amundson,  Chief  Engineer, 
Northwest  Carbon  Corporation,  315  East 
200  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111, 
Tel.  (801)  534-3329.  Such  notifications 
must  be  received  in  writing,  by  both  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  and 
Northwest  Carbon  Corporation  on  or 
before  June  6, 1980.  Any  interested  party 
must  pay  its  pro  rata  share  of  all 
exploration  costs  related  to  this  license. 
Robert  E.  Anderson, 

Chief  Division  of  Technical  Services. 

)FR  Doc.  80-14190  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-M 


[W-63910  Arndt.) 

Wyoming;  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Sec.  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  of 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  filed  an 
amendment  application  for  a  right-of- 
way  to  construct  a  20-inch  pipeline  for 
the  purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 
T.  20  N.,  R.  90  W., 

Sec.  6.  Ey2SEy4: 

Sec.  18,  lot  1. 

T.  21  N..  R.  90  W.. 

Sec.  34.  SEy4NWy4.  NyzSW’A,  and 

swy4swy4. 

T.  20  N..  R.  91  W.. 

Sec.  24.  Nwy4NEy4,  Ey8Nwy4,  Ny2swy4, 
and  SWy4SWy4: 

Sec.  26.  Ey2NEy4.  Ny2SEy4,  and  SWy4SEy4; 
Sec.  34.  SEy4SEy4. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Company  seeks  to 
amend  their  right-of-way  grant  to 
include  a  20-inch  natural  gas  pipeline 


from  section  34,  T.  21  N.,  R.  90  W.,  to 
section  3,  T.  19  N.,  R.  91  W.,  Sweetwater 
County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved,  and  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  comments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  1300  Third 
Street,  P.O.  Box  260,  Rawlins,  Wyoming 
82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14191  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-84-M 


Geological  Survey 

Oil,  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf;  American 
Natural  Gas  Production  Co. 

agency:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 
action:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  development  and  production 
plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
American  Natural  Gas  Production 
Company,  has  submitted  a  Development 
and  Production  Plan  describing  the 
activities  it  proposes  to  conduct  on 
Lease  OCS-C  3469,  Block  504,  Brazos 
Area,  offshore  Texas. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978,  - 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  offices  of  the  Conservation  Manager. 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairier, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  xmder  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
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1979  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
§  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  May  1, 1980. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14192  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BIIXING  CODE  4310-31-y 


Oil,  Gas  and  Sulphur  Operations  in  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Tenneco  Oil 
Exploration  &  Production 

agency:  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  receipt  of  a 
proposed  supplemental  development 
and  production  plan. 

summary:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Tenneco  Oil  Exploration  and  Production 
has  submitted  a  Development  and 
Production  Plan  describing  the  activities 
it  proposes  to  conduct  on  Lease  OCS-G 
3959,  Block  13,  Sabine  Pass  Area, 
offshore  Texas. 

The  purpose  of  this  Notice  is  to  inform 
the  public,  pursuant  to  Section  25  of  the 
OCS  Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978, 
that  the  Geological  Survey  is 
considering  approval  of  the  Plan  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  review  at 
the  ofhces  of  the  Conservation  Manager, 
Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Region,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey,  3301  North 
Causeway  Blvd.,  Room  147,  Metairie, 
Louisiana  70002. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

U.S.  Geological  Survey,  Public  Records, 
Room  147,  open  weekdays  9  a.m.  to  3:30 
p.m.,  3301  North  Causeway  Blvd., 
Metairie,  Louisiana  70002,  Phone  837- 
4720,  Ext.  226. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Revised 
rules  governing  practices  and 
procedures  under  which  the  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  makes  information 
contained  in  Development  and 
Production  Plans  available  to  affected 
States,  executives  of  affected  local 
governments,  and  other  interested 
parties  became  effective  December  13, 
1979,  (44  FR  53685).  Those  practices  and 
procedures  are  set  out  in  a  revised 
§  250.34  of  Title  30  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Dated:  May  2. 1980. 

Lowell  G.  Hammons, 

Conservation  Manoger,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14193  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-31-M 


Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary,  Land 
and  Water  Resources 

Oil  Shale  Environmental  Advisory 
Panel;  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Law  92-463  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Oil  Shale  Environmental  Advisory 
Panel  will  be  held  on  May  29  and  30, 
1980,  at  the  White  River  Electric 
Building,  Market  and  Sixth.  Meeker, 
Colorado.  The  meeting  will  begin  at  9:00 
a.m.  on  Thursday.  May  29,  in  the 
Kilowat  Comer  meeting  room  and 
conclude  at  11:30  a.m.,  Friday,  May  30. 

The  Panel  was  established  to  assist 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  the 
performance  of  functions  in  connection 
with  the  supervision  of  oil  shale  leases 
issued  under  the  Prototype  Oil  Shale 
Leasing  Program. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
review  a  revised  water  management 
plan  for  Lease  Tract  C-a,  a  proposed 
electric  transmission  line  rigth-of-way  to 
lease  Tract  C-b,  receive  reports  from 
Interior  Department  Held  officials,  be 
briefed  on  the  modeling  efforts  of  the 
Piceance  Basin  Ground  Water  Advisory 
Committee,  hear  a  presentation  by  the 
Colorado  State  Director  of  Energy  and 
Mineral  Impact  Assistance,  and 
consider  any  other  matters  which  have 
come  before  the  Panel. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  It  is  expected  that  space  will 
permit  at  least  70  persons  to  attend  the 
meeting  in  addition  to  the  panel 
members.  Interested  persons  may  make 
brief  presentations  to  the  Panel  or 
submit  written  statements.  Requests 
should  be  made  to  the  Panel  Chairman, 
Mr.  Henry  O.  Ash,  Office  of  the  Oil 
Shale  Environmental  Advisory  Panel, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Room  690, 
Building  67,  Denver  Federal  Center, 
Denver.  Colorado  80225,  telephone  No. 
(303)  234-3275. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  also  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Ash’s  office.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  30 
days  after  the  meeting  at  the  Panel 
office. 

James  W.  Curlin, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
April  30, 1980. 

|FR  Doc  80-14148  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-10-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Oil  and  Gas  Leasing;  Noncompetitive 
Leases 

On  February  29, 1980,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  issued  Order  No.  3049  by 
which  he  suspended  (1)  the  posting  of 


tracts  and  the  issuance  of  leases  on 
pending  offers  under  the  simultaneous 
noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing 
system  (43  CFR  Subpart  3112)  and  (2) 
acceptance  for  filing  of  offers  and  the 
issuance  of  leases  on  pending  offers 
under  the  over-the-counter,  or  regular, 
noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing 
system  (43  CFR  Subpart  3111).  On  April 

7. 1980,  the  Secretary  issued  Order  No. 
3051,  by  which  he  revoked  the 
suspension  of  the  posting  of  tracts  for 
simultaneous  drawings  and  the  receipt 
of  over-the-counter  offers  effective  June 

16. 1980,  and  by  which  he  revoked, 
effective  April  8, 1980,  the  suspension  of 
the  issuance  of  leases  on 
noncompetitive  offers  pending  on 
February  29, 1980. 

Orders  No.  3049  and  No.  3051  are 
printed  below.  The  revocation  of  the 
noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing 
suspensions  are  subject  to  the 
implementation  of  certain  conditions 
specified  in  the  decision  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  dated  April  7, 1980.  The 
required  conditions  for  the  posting  of 
new  tracts  for  simultaneous  drawings 
and  the  receipt  of  new  over-the-counter 
offers  should  be  implemented  by  June 

16. 1980,  June  16  will  thus  be  the  first 
day  on  which  new  over-the-counter  oil 
and  gas  lease  offers  will  be  accepted. 
The  required  conditions  for  the  issuance 
of  leases  on  noncompetitive  offers 
pending  on  February  29, 1980,  should  be 
implemented  by  April  30, 1980. 

For  further  information,  contact 
William  R.  Murray,  Jr.,  Branch  of 
Onshore  Minerals,  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
(202)  343-4803,  or  Charles  E.  Weller, 
Division  of  Onshore  Energy  Resources, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  (202)  343- 
7753.  The  texts  of  Orders  No.  3049  and 
No.  3051  follow. 

Dated:  May  1, 1980. 

Guy  R.  Martin, 

Assistant  Secretary.  Land  and  Water 
Resources,  Department  of  the  Interior. 

Order  No.  3049 

Subject:  Onshore  Noncompetitive  Oil  and 
Gas  Leasing  Suspension 

Section  1.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this 
Order  is  to  suspend  the  issuance  of  federal 
onshore  oil  and  gas  leases  as  described  in 
section  3.b. 

Section  2.  Authority.  This  suspension  is 
imposed  in  the  exercise  of  the  discretion 
vested  in  me  by  Congress  through  section  17 
of  the  Mineral  Lands  Leasing  Act  (30  U.S.C. 

§  226]  and  section  3  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  for  Acquired  Lands  (30  U.S.C.  §  352). 

Section  3.  Suspension,  a.  1  have  determined 
that  this  suspension  is  necessary:  to  allow  the 
Department  to  investigate  individuals, 
corporations,  and  other  entities  suspected  of 
violating  acreage  limitations,  interested  party 
disclosure  requirements  and  other  provisions 
of  the  oil  and  gas  leasing  law  and  regulations. 
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and  of  violating  criminal  statutes  against 
wire  fraud,  mail  fraud,  and  false  statements 
to  the  United  States  in  connection  with  the 
acquisition  of  leases;  to  allow  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  to  investigate  lessees  and 
to  take  all  appropriate  action  to  cancel  leases 
acquired  in  violation  of  these  provisions 
(subject  to  the  protection  of  bona  Hde 
purchasers  provided  by  section  27(h)  of  the 
Mineral  Lands  Leasing  Act  (30  U.S.C. 

S  184(h]);  to  end  immediately  the  widespread 
abuses  of  the  present  noncompetitive  oil  and 
gas  leasing  system;  and  to  seek  remedial 
legislation  to  prevent  reciurence  of  such 
abuse. 

b.  For  the  above  reasons  and  pursuant  to 
the  authority  cited  in  section  2, 1  hereby 
suspend  the  issuance  of  all  noncompetitive 
oil  and  gas  leases  under  the  Mineral  Lands 
Leasing  Act  (30  U.S.C.  {  181  et  seq.)  and  the 
Mineral  Leasing  Act  for  Acquired  Lands  (30 
U.S.C.  9  351  et  seq.)  in  the  following  manner 

(1)  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  shall 
post  no  further  tracts  under  43  CFR  Subpart 
3112. 

(2)  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  shall 
issue  no  lease  in  response  to  a  pending  offer 
based  on  an  entry  card  drawn  with  priority 
under  43  CFR  Subpart  3112.  No  such  pending 
ofrer  shall  be  rejected  by  reason  of  this 
suspension. 

(3)  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  shall 
re^se  to  accept  the  filing  of  "over-the- 
counter"  oil  and  gas  lease  applications 
tendered  under  43  CFR  Subpart  3111  on  or 
after  the  date  of  this  Order. 

(4)  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  shall 
issue  no  lease  in  response  to  a  pending 
application  filed  under  43  CFR  Subpart  3111 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  Order.  No  such 
pending  offer  shall  be  rejected  by  reason  of 
this  Order,  and  any  pending  ofrer  may  be 
withdrawn  by  the  applicant. 

(5)  The  Department  shall  establish  a  task 
force  to  investigate,  to  ask  the  Justice 
Department  to  initiate  prosecution  of,  and  to 
institute  appropriate  action,  including  lease 
cancellation  proceedings  against  individuals, 
corporations  or  other  entities  who  may  have 
violated  any  provision  of  law  or  regulation  in 
connection  with  onshore  oil  and  gas  leasing. 
The  task  force  shall  consist  of 
representatives  from  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  and  the  Office  of  the  Inspector 
General.  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
shall  establish  a  working  group  to  review  the 
existing  onshore  oil  and  gas  leasing  system, 
and  the  rulemaking  proposed  by  the  Bureau 
on  September  28, 1979,  the  purpose  of  which 
was  to  minimize  known  abuses  of  the 
simultaneous  leasing  system,  to  determine 
whether  the  existing  system  can  be  modified 
to  permit  full  resumption  of  leasing  free  of 
abuse  and,  if  so,  to  reconunend  the  necessary 
modifications.  All  Departmental  offices  and 
personnel  shall  respond  immediately  to  all 
requests  for  information  from  either  the  task 
force  or  working  group.  To  ensure  the 
integrity  of  relevant  records  of  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  and  preserve  their  use  as 
possible  evidence  in  the  investigation,  such 
records  shall  not  be  removed  or  destroyed  for 
administrative,  space  reduction,  or  any  other 
reasons  for  a  period  of  five  years. 

(6)  This  Order  in  no  way  prevents  the 
issuance  of  any  competitive  oil  and  gas  lease. 


Section  4.  Other  Matters,  a.  This  Order  is 
supplementary  to  and  does  not  repeal  or 
supersede  my  memorandum  of  November  1, 
1979,  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Mangement  dealing  with  oil  and  gas  leases 
and  lease  applications  for  acquired  federal 
lands  set  apart  for  military  and  naval 
purposes  (44  Fed.  Reg.  64085,  November  6, 
1979],  except  that  clause  3.b.(6)  of  this  Order 
amends  that  memorandum  to  the  extent  that 
it  did  not  expressly  authorize  the 
continuation  of  competitive  leasing. 

b.  Nothing  in  this  Order  waives  the  rights 
of  the  United  States  to  take  action  against 
any  lease  issued,  acquired  or  held  in 
violation  of  any  provision  of  law  or 
regulation. 

Section  5.  Determination.  I  have 
determined  that  the  issuance  of  this  Order  is 
not  a  major  federal  action  with  a  significant 
effect  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  section 
102(2)(C]  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  §  4332(1)(C)). 

Section  6.  Effective  Date.  This  Order  is 
efffective  immediately,  and  will  remain  in 
effect  until  further  notice. 

Dated:  February  29, 1980. 

Cecil  D.  Andrus, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Order  No.  3051 

Subject;  Revocation  of  the  February  29, 
1980,  suspension  of  noncompetitive  oil  and 
gas  leasing;  rescission  in  part  of  Order  No. 
3049 

Section  1.  Purpose.  The  piupose  of  this 
Order  is  to  revoke  the  suspension  of 
noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing  instituted 
by  Order  No.  3049,  dated  February  29, 1980. 

Section  2.  Authority.  This  revocation  is 
ordered  in  the  exercise  of  the  discretion 
vested  in  me  by  Congress  through  section  17 
of  the  Mineral  Lands  Leasing  Act  (30  U.S.C. 

9  226)  and  section  3  of  the  Mineral  Leasing 
Act  for  Acquired  Lands  (30  U.S.C.  9  352). 

Section  3.  Revocation.  As  I  directed  in 
section  3.b(5)  of  Order  No.  3049,  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  has  transmitted 
recommendations  for  the  resumption  of 
noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing.  I  have 
reviewed  these  recommendations  and 
determined  in  my  decision  dated  April  7, 

1980,  that  noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing 
may  be  resumed  under  certain  conditions. 

a.  By  my  decision  of  April  7, 1980, 1 
directed  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  to 
institute  specific  modifications  in  Ae 
simultaneous  (43  C.F.R.  Subpart  3112)  and 
over-the-counter  (43  C.F.R.  Subpart  3111) 
noncompetitive  oil  and  gas  leasing  systems.  I 
also  directed  that  when  certain  of  these 
modifications  are  completed,  the 
simultaneous  and  over-the-counter  leasing 
systems  may  be  resumed.  Therefore,  section 

3.b(l)  (suspension  of  drawings  under  the 
simultaneous  leasing  system)  and  section 
3.b(3]  (suspension  of  receipt  of  applications 
under  the  over-the-counter  leasing  system]  of 
Order  No.  3049  are  hereby  revoked  effective 
June  16, 1980. 

b.  In  my  decision  of  April  7, 1980, 1 
determined  that  oil  and  gas  leases  may  be 
issued  under  certain  conditions  on 
applications  pending  before  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  on  February  29, 1980. 


Therefore,  sections  3.b(2)  (suspension  of  the 
issuance  of  leases  on  pending  simultaneous 
applications)  and  3.b(4)  (suspension  of  the 
issuance  of  leases  on  pending  over-the- 
counter  applications)  of  Order  No.  3049  are 
hereby  revoked  effective  April  8, 1980.  The 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  may  then 
resiune  issuing  noncompetitive  oil  and  gas 
leases  on  applications  pending  before  it  on 
February  29, 1980,  pursuant  to  the  conditions 
specified  in  my  decision  of  April  7, 1980. 

c.  Section  3.b(5)  (establishment  of  an 
investigative  task  force  and  preservation  of 
records]  and  section  4  (affirmation  of  the 
suspension  of  oil  and  gas  leasing  on  acquired 
lands  set  apart  for  military  and  naval 
purposes  and  waiver  disclaimer)  of  Order  No. 
3049  shall  remain  in  effect  until  further  notice. 

Section  4.  Determination.  I  have 
determined  that  the  issuance  of  this  Order  is 
not  a  major  federal  action  with  a  significant 
effect  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  of  section 
102(2)(C)  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  9  4332(2)(C}]. 

Section  5.  Effective  Date.  The  revocation  of 
Order  NO.  3049  is  effective  as  specified  in 
section  3  hereof.  This  Order  shall  take  effect 
immediately. 

Dated:  April  7, 1980. 

Cecil  D.  Andrus, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Prepared  for  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14149  Filed  5-7-60;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-84-11 


National  Park  Service 

Gateway  National  Recreation  Area, 
Gateway  Advisory  Commission 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Gateway 
National  Recreation  Area  Advisory 
Commission  will  be  held  commencing  at 
10:00  a.m..  Thursday,  May  22, 1980,  at 
Federal  Hall,  lower  level,  26  Wall  Street, 
New  York,  New  York. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Public  Law  92-592  to  meet  and  consult 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on 
general  policies  and  specific  matters 
relating  to  the  development  of  Gateway 
National  Recreation  Area. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  are: 

1.  Marian  Heiskell,  Chairman,  New  York, 
New  York. 

2.  Alexander  J.  D.  Greeley,  New  York,  New 
York. 

3.  Paul  Larson,  Lakewood,  New  Jersey. 

4.  Robert  C.  Holmes,  Newark,  New  Jersey. 

5.  Orin  Lehman,  Albany,  New  York. 

6.  Gordon  Litwin,  Newark,  New  Jersey. 

7.  Sheldon  Pollack,  New  York,  New  York. 

8.  Jose  A.  Sanchez,  Jersey  City,  New  Jersey. 

9.  Ross  Sandler,  New  York,  New  York. 

10.  Peter  M.  Rivera,  Bronx,  New  York. 

The  matters  to  be  discussed  at  this 
meeting  include: 
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I.  Sub-committee  reports,  (a) 
Transportation  Access. 

II.  Land  Acquisition  Plan — Review  and 
Comment. 

III.  Superintendent’s  Report. 

IV.  New  Business. 

<  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  However,  facilities  and  space  to 
accommodate  members  of  the  public  are 
limited,  and  persons  will  be 
accommodated  on  a  first-come,  hrst- 
served  basis.  Any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  with  the  Commission  a  written 
statement  concerning  the  matters  to  be 
discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
Herbert  S.  Cables,  Jr.,  Superintendent, 
Gateway  National  Recreation  Area, 
Headquarters,  Building  No.  69,  Floyd 
Bennett  Field,  Brooklyn,  New  York 
11234,  (212)  630-0353. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  inspection  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting,  at  the  Gateway  National 
Recreation  Area  Headquarters  Building. 

Dated:  April  28, 1980. 

James  L.  Brown, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14252  Filed  5-7-80:  8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  §  1100.247). 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  petition  for  intervention,  either  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the 
granting  of  an  application,  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Protests  (such  as  were  allowed  to  filings 
prior  to  March  1, 1979)  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without  leave 
must  comply  with  Rule  247(k)  which 
requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate  that  it 

(1)  holds  operating  authority  permitting 
performance  of  any  of  the  service  which 
the  applicant  seeks  authority  to  perform, 

(2)  has  the  necessary  equipment  and 
facilities  for  performing  that  service,  and 

(3)  has  performed  service  within  the 
scope  of  the  application  either  (a)  for 
those  supporting  the  application,  or,  (b) 
where  the  service  is  not  limited  to  the 
facilities  of  particular  shippers,  from  and 
to,  or.  between,  any  of  the  involved 
points. 


Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1)  setting 
forth  the  specific  grounds  upon  which  it 
is  made,  including  a  detailed  statement 
of  petitioner's  interest,  the  particular 
facts,  matters,  and  things  relied  upon, 
including  the  extent,  if  any,  to  which 
petitioner  (a)  has  solicited  the  traffic  or 
business  of  those  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  ^e  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  The  Commission  will  also 
consider  (a)  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
property,  financial,  or  other  interest  of 
the  petitioner,  (b)  the  effect  of  the 
decision  which  may  be  rendered  upon 
petitioner’s  interest,  (c)  the  availability 
of  other  means  by  which  the  petitioner’s 
interest  might  be  protected,  (d)  the 
extent  to  which  petitioner’s  interest  will 
be  represented  by  other  parties,  (e)  the 
extent  to  which  petitioner’s  participation 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  a  sound  record,  and 
(f)  the  extent  to  which  participation  by 
the  petitioner  would  broaden  the  issues 
or  delay  the  proceeding. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rule  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
indicating  the  specific  rule  under  which 
the  petition  to  intervene  is  being  filed, 
and  a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend  to 
timely  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed,  > 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

If  an  applicant  has  introduced  rates  as 
an  issue  it  is  noted.  Upon  request,  an 
applicant  must  provide  a  copy  of  the 
tentative  rate  schedule  to  any 
protestant. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administrative  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 


problems  (e.gs.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  and  that  each  contract 
carrier  applicant  qualifies  as  a  contract 
carrier  and  its  proposed  contract  carrier 
service  will  be  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  §  10101.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulation.  Except 
where  specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 

§  10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  §  10930(a) 
(formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  within  on 
or  before  June  9, 1980  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  imopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness  of 
the  decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that 
the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant’s  other  authority, 
such  duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
following  decision-notices  within  30 
days  after  publication,  or  the  application 
shall  stand  denied. 

Note. — All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
over  irregular  routes,  except  as  otherwise 
noted. 

Volume  No.  142 
Decided:  April  10, 1980. 
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By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Eaton,  Liberman,  and  Jensen. 

MC  32882  (Sub-143F).  filed  March  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  MITCHELL  BROS. 
TRUCK  LINES,  a  corporation,  3841 
North  Columbia  Boulevard,  Portland, 

OR  97217.  Representative:  David  J. 
Lister,  P.O.  Box.17039,  Portland,  OR 
97217.  Transporting  (1)  wood  burning 
stoves,  from  Pittsbui^,  PA,  and  the 
facilities  of  Arizona  Forest  Supply  at  or 
near  Mesa,  AZ,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (including  AK,  but  excluding  HI), 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
name  origins,  and  (2)  cast  stove  doors, 
from  El  Paso,  TX,  and  Chattanooga,  TN, 
to  the  facilities  of  Arizona  Forest  Supply 
at  or  near  Mesa,  AZ,  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  name  facilities.  (Hearing 
site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  52793  (Sub-58F),  filed  February  26, 
•  1980.  Applicant:  BEKINS  VAN  LINES 
CO.,  a  corporation,  3090  Via  Mondo, 
Compton,  CA  90221.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Villalon,  1032  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  Pennsylvania  Ave.  &  13th  St.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Transporting 
new  furniture,  from  Leeds,  AL,  to  points 
in  CT,  MA,  RI,  NH,  VT,  ME,  NY.  NJ.  DE. 
IN,  OH,  IL.  WI,  MI.  KY.  and  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  56082  (Sub-77F).  filed  March  3, 
1980.  Applicant:  DAVIS  &  RANDALL, 
INC.,  52  E.  Main  St.,  Fredonia,  NY  14063. 
Representative:  Anthony  C.  Vance,  1307 
Dolley  Madison  Blvd.,  McLean,  VA 
22101.  Transporting  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  grocery  and  feed 
business  houses,  in  containers,  (except 
frozen  commodities),  from  the  facilities 
of  Ralston  Purina  Company  at  or  near 
Dunkirk,  NY,  to  points  in  OH,  PA,  WV, 
MI,  and  NY.  Condition:  The  person  or 
persons  who  appear  to  be  in  common 
control  of  applicant  and  another 
regulated  carrier  must  either  file  an 
application  for  approval  of  common 
control  under  49  U.S.C.  §  11343,  or 
submit  an  affidavit  indicating  why  such 
approval  is  unnecessary.  (Hearing  site: 
Buffalo,  NY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  58522  (Sub-12F),  filed  February  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  RIVER  TRAILS 
TRANSIT  LINES.  INC.,  an  lA 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  307,  Hwy  20  W, 
Galena,  IL  61036.  Representative: 

Richard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  St., 
Suite  100,  Madison.  WI  53705. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  round-trip  special  and 
charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Green  and  Iowa 
Counties,  WI,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Madison.  WI,  or  Chicago, 
IL.) 


MC  58852  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  SALEM  MOTOR 
TRANS.,  INC.,  121  Webster  Ave., 
Chelsea,  MA  02158.  Representative: 
Frank  J.  Weiner,  15  Court  Square, 
Boston,  MA  02108.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  (1)  between  points  in  MA, 
and  (2)  from  Boston,  MA,  to  points  in 
VT.  Note:  By  this  application  applicant 
seeks  to  convert  its  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-58852  (Sub-1), 
issued  August  15, 1968,  described  in  part 
(1)  above,  to  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  and  has 
requested  coincidental  cancellation 
upon  issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this 
proceeding.  Condition:  The  issuance  of  a 
certificate  in  this  proceeding  is 
conditioned  upon  such  cancellation  of 
certificate  No.  MC-58852  (Sub-1). 
(Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  60272  (Sub-lOF),  filed  February  5, 
1980.  Applicant:  HANSON 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  617  S.E.  Third. 
Mayville,  ND  58257.  Representative: 
James  M.  Sanden,  502  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND  58126.  Over 
regular  routes,  transporting  ^enero/ 
commodities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Hatton  and  Grand  Forks,  ND: 
from  Hatton  over  ND  Hwy  18  to  junction 
ND  Hwy  15,  then  over  ND  Hwy  15  to 
junction  Coimty  Road  B-3.  then  over 
County  Road  B-3  to  jimction  U.S.  Hwy 
2,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  2  to  Grand  Forks, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points.  (Hearing  site: 
Fargo  or  Grand  Forks,  ND.) 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  existing  regular-route 
authority. 

MC  61592  (Sub-485F).  filed  January  22, 
1980.  Applicant:  JENKINS  TRUCK  UNE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Jeffersonville,  IN 
47130.  Representative:  E.  A.  DeVine, 

P.O.  Box  737,  Moline,  IL  61265. 
Transporting  (1)  bags,  envelopes, 
packets,  pouches,  wrappers,  and  bag 
ties,  from  Sioux  Falls,  SD,  to  Baltimore, 
MD,  Norfolk,  VA.  South  Plainfield,  NJ, 
and  points  in  KS  and  OK;  (2)  hardware 
(except  commodities  which,  because  of 
size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment),  between  Youngstown,  OH, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MT.  WY.  CO.  NM,  TX.  OK.  KS. 
NE.  SD.  ND.  MN,  LA,  MO.  AR,  LA,  WI, 

IL.  MI.  IN,  KY.  TN.  MS,  AL,  FL,  GA,  SC. 
NC,  and  VA;  (3)  bolts,  nuts,  and 
washers,  from  Lakeville,  MN,  to  points 


in  the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and  (4)  rubber  gaskets,  from  Lobelville, 
TN,  to  points  in  IL.  (Hearing  site; 
Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  61592  (Sub-487F),  filed  March  3. 
1980.  Applicant:  JENKINS  TRUCK  UNE. 
INC.,  P.O  Box  697,  Jeffersonville,  IN 
47130.  Representative:  E.  A.  DeVine.  101 
First  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  737,  Moline,  IL 
61265.  Transporting  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
used  by  Ralston  Purina  Company. 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  61592  (Sub-488F),  filed  March  4. 
1980.  Applicant:  JENKINS  TRUCK  LINE. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Jeffersonville,  IN 
47130.  Representative:  E.  A.  DeVine,  101 
First  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  737,  Moline,  IL 
61265.  Transporting  fibre  tubes,  from 
Louisiana,  MO,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  AK,  HI,  lA,  IL,  MN,  NE, 
ND,  SD,  WI,  KY,  TN.  TX,  KS.  and  OK), 
(Hearing  site:  St.  Louis,  MO.) 

MC  63562  (Sub-66F),  filed  January  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  BN  TRANSPORT,  INC., 
6775  East  Evans  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  22694, 
Wellshire  Station,  Denver,  CO  80222. 
Representative:  Cecil  L.  Goettsch,  1100 
Des  Moines  Building,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50307.  Transporting  (1)  plastic 
containers  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  plastic  containers, 
between  Denver,  CO,  Columbus,  OH, 
Franklin,  IN,  Lenexa,  KS,  and  New 
Castle,  DE,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Denver,  CO  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  71593  (Sub-62F),  filed  February  26. 
1980,  Applicant:  FORWARDERS 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1608  E.  Second  St.. 
Scotch  Plains,  NJ  07076.  Representative: 
David  W.  Swenson  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  ^enero/ 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment) 
between  points  in  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 
MS,  NC,  and  SC,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  on  bills 
of  lading  of  freight  forwarders  as 
defined  in  49  U.S.C.  §  10102(8).  (Hearing 
site:  Newark,  NJ,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  105782  (Sub-18F).  filed  March  4. 
1980.  Applicant:  HUGI^S 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2106,  Haines  City,  FL  33844. 
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Representative:  James  E.  Wharton,  Suite 
811,  Metcalf  Building,  100  South  Orange 
Avenue,  Orlando,  FL  32801. 

Transporting  frozen  foods,  from  the 
facilities  of  Southern  Foods.  Division  of 
Seabrook  Farms,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Montezuma,  GA,  to  points  in  CT.  FL,  IN, 
IL,  MA,  MD.  MI,  NC.  OH,  RI,  SC.  TN, 
VA,  and  DC,  restricted  to  trafhc 
originating  at  the  named  origin.  (Hearing 
site:  Orlando  or  Tampa,  FL.) 

MC 105813  (Sub-269F),  filed  February 

19. 1980.  Applicant:  BELFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1759  SW.  12th 
St.,  P.O.  Box  2009,  Ocala,  FL  32670. 
Representative:  Arnold  L.  Burke,  180 
North  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  stores  or  food 
business  houses  from  the  facilities  used 
by  the  Clorox  Company,  at  or  near 
Forest  Park,  GA,  to  points  in  FL 
(Hearing  site:  Orlando,  FL.) 

MC  107012  (Sub-506F),  filed  March  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  NORTH  AMERICAN 
VAN  LINES.  INC.,  5001  U.S.  Highway  30 
West,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  Stephen  C. 
Clifford,  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Transporting  carpet  padding, 
from  the  facilities  of  Burton-Dixie  of 
Blacksburg,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Blackburg, 
SC,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL  GA,  lA,  KS, 
KY.  LA.  MD.  MS,  NE,  NJ.  NY.  NC.  OK. 
PA.  TN,  TX,  VA,  WV,  and  DC.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta,  GA  or  Washington,  DC.) 
MC  107403  (Sub-1321F),  filed  February 

22. 1980.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC., 
Ten  W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.,  (address  same  as  applicant). 
Transporting  pulpmill  liquids,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  between  points  in  AL,  AR, 
LA,  MS,  and  TX,  restricted  to  the 
transporting  of  traffic  originaing  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  International 
Paper  Company,  and  Pineville  Kraft 
Company.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  107403  (Sub-1322F),  filed  February 

22. 1980.  Applicant:  MATLACK,  INC., 

Ten  W.  Baltimore  Ave.,  Lansdowne,  PA 
19050.  Representative:  Martin  C.  Hynes, 
Jr.,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  flour,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Barksdale,  MD  to  points 
in  MD.  DE.  VA.  NJ,  PA,  NY,  and  DC. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  108053  (Sub-174F),  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  LITTLE  AUDREY'S 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  129,  Fremont,  NE  68025. 
Representative:  Arnold  L.  Burke.  IM  N. 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 
Transporting  canned  goods  and  pet 
foods,  from  the  facilities  of  Star-Kist 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Terminal  Island, 
CA,  to  points  in  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS,  KY,  MI, 


MN,  MO.  NE,  ND,  OH.  SD,  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  111302  (Sub-169F),  filed  February 

15, 1980,  Applicant:  HIGHWAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  a  FL  corporation, 
P.O.  Box  10108,  Knoxville,  TN  37919. 
Representative:  David  A.  Petersen  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  between  points  in  GA.  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  111432  (Sub-6F),  filed  February  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  FRANK  J.  SIBR  & 

SONS.  INC.,  5240  West  123d  PL,  Alsip, 

IL  60658.  Representative:  Douglas  G. 
Brown,  The  INB  Center.  Suite  555,  One 
North  Old  State  Capitol  PLaza, 
Springfield,  IL  62701.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  liquid  calcium  chloride, 
from  Lemont,  IL  to  points  in  IN,  lA,  MI, 
and  WI.  imder  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Sicalco,  Ltd.,  of  Palos  Heights,  IL. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago.  IL  or  St.  Louis. 

MO. ) 

MC  111812  (Sub-719F),  filed  March  3. 
1980.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  COAST 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1233, 

Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101.  Representative: 
Lamoyne  Brandsma  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  foodstuffs,  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  cheese,  from  Madison, 
WI.  to  points  in  CT.  ME,  MD.  MA,  NH. 
NJ.  NY.  OH,  PA.  RI.  and  VT.  (Hearing 
site:  Milwaukee,  WI.) 

MC  111812  (Sub-720F),  filed  March  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  MIDWEST  COAST 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1600  East  Benson 
Rd..  P.O.  Box  1233,  Sioux  Falls,  SD 
57104.  Representative:  R.  H.  Jinks  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
confectianery  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  facilities  of  E.  J.  Brach  &  Sons 
at  Chicago  and  Carol  Stream,  IL,  to 
points  in  MD,  NJ,  NY,  and  PA,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  or  near  the 
named  origins.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 

IL.) 

MC  113362  (Sub-385F).  filed  March  10, 
1980.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT  UNES,  INC.,  310  East 
Broadway,  Eagle  Grove,  lA  50533. 
Representative:  Milton  D.  Adams,  P.O. 
Box  429,  Austin,  MN  55912.  Transporting 
foodstuffs  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  The  Estee 
Corporation,  at  Parsippany,  NJ,  to  points 
in  IL,  IN,  lA,  and  MN,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
and  destined  to  the  indicated 
destinations.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC  or  Minneapolis.  MN.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-699F),  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  CRST.  INC.,  P.O. 


Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(address  same  as  applicant). 
Transporting  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles)  from  Lincoln,  NE,  to 
points  in  CO.  lA.  IL  IN.  KS.  KY.  MD.  MI. 
MN.  MO.  NC.  NJ.  NY.  OH.  OK.  PA.  RI, 
SD,  VA,  WI,  and  WV.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-700F),  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  CRST.  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(address  same  as  applicant). 
Transporting  metals  and  metal  products, 
from  points  in  MN,  to  points  in  IL. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-70lF),  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  CRST.  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(address  same  as  applicant). 
Transporting  chemicals  and  cleaning 
compounds  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  Macedonia,  OH, 
to  points  in  lA,  KS,  and  NE.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-702F).  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L.  Core 
(address  same  as  applicant). 
Transporting  lumber  and  lumber 
products,  from  Craig  and  Eagle,  CO,  to 
points  in  IL  IN.  lA.  KS.  KY,  MI.  MO.  NE, 
OH,  OK,  PA,  WV,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  114273  (Sub-703F),  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  CRST,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406. 
Representative:  Kenneth  L  Core 
(address  same  as  applicant). 
'Transporting  cigarettes,  from  Richmond 
and  Chester,  VA,  to  Springfield,  MO. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  115162  (Sub-519F),  filed  February 

15. 1980.  Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  500,  Evergreen,  AL 
36401.  Representative:  Robert  E,  Tate 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  agricultural  and 
industrial  equipment  manufacturers  and 
dealers,  from  the  facilities  used  by 
International  Harvester  Co.,  at  (a) 

Canton  and  Rock  Island,  IL  (b) 

Louisville,  KY,  (c)  Gulfport,  MS.  and  (d) 
Memphis,  TN,  to  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 
KY,  LA,  MS.  NC.  SC.  TN.  and  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  119012  (Sub-19F),  filed  March  3. 
1980.  Applicant:  RIVER  TERMINALS 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  202  George  St.. 
Aurora,  IN  47001.  Representative:  Fred 
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Schmits  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  (1)  corrugated  containers 
(except  commodities  which  because  of 
size  and  weight  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment],  (2)  scrap  metal,  and 
(3)  paper,  from  the  facilities  of  Alton 
Box  Board  Company,  at  Aurora,  IN,  to 
points  in  IN,  KY,  OH,  and  TN.  (Hearing 
site:  Cincinnati,  OH,  or  Washington, 

DC.) 

MC  125433  (Sub-386F),  filed  February 

19. 1980.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1945  South 
Redwood  Rd.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84104. 
Representative:  John  B.  Anderson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
uranium  concentrates,  fttim  points  in 
AZ,  to  Gore,  OK,  and  Metropolis,  IL 
(Hearing  site:  Phoenix,  AZ,  or  Denver, 
CO.) 

MC  125433  (Sub-387F),  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1945  South 
Redwood  Rd.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84104. 
Representative:  John  B.  Anderson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  yard 
tractors,  fi'om  Littleton,  CO,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO,  or  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT.) 

MC  125433  (Sub-389F),  filed  February 

25. 1980.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1945  South 
Redwood  Rd.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84104. 
Representative:  John  B.  Anderson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
plastic  liquid,  plastic  film  and  sheeting, 
chemicals,  cleaning  and  scouring 
compounds,  defoaming  compounds, 
laminating  machinery,  parts  for 
laminating  machinery,  and  ink  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  used  by  Thiokol/Dynachem 
Corp.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  125433  (Sub-390F),  filed  February 

25, 1980.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK  LINE 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  1945  South 
Redwood  Rd.,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84104. 
Representative:  John  B.  Anderson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
aircraft  parts,  materials,  accessories, 
and  supplies,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  used  by 
TWA  Airlines.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 

IL.) 


MC  127042  (Sub-294F),  filed  March  3, 
1980.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
98,  Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  lA  51108. 
Representative:  Joseph  B.  Davis  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
meats,  meat  products  and  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat-packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Dugdale  Packing 
Company  at  or  near  Darr,  NE,  to  points 
in  IL,  lA,  KS.  MO.  OK.  TX.  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Omaha,  NE.) 

MC  127902  (Sub-ITF),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  DIETZ  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1427,  Hickory.  NC 
28601.  Representative:  John  R.  Sims.  Jr#. 
915  Pennsylvania  Bldg.,  425  13th  St. 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20004. 
Transporting  rough  hardwood  lumber, 
fi'om  North  Little  Rock.  Heber  Springs, 
and  Clarendon,  AR.  to  New  Orleans, 

LA,  points  in  NC.  TN.  and  MS,  and  those 
in  VA  on  and  south  of  U  S.  Hwy  60. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC.  or 
Hickory,  NC.) 

MC  129032  (Sub-125F).  filed  March  3. 
1980.  Applicant:  TOM  INMAN 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  5656  South  129th  East 
Ave.,  Tulsa,  OK  74145.  Representative: 
Larry  J.  Kramer  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  (1)  hi- 
temperature  bonding  cement,  and 
refractory  products,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  facilities 
of  Ryder  Industries,  Inc.,  at  or  near  (a) 
Texarkana,  AR,  and  (b)  Dallas,  TX.  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  TX, 
AK,  and  HI),  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

MC  134183  (Sub-13F),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  C  &  E  TRANSPORT, 
INC,  d.b.a.  C.  E.  ZUMSTEIN  CO..  P.O. 
Box  27,  Lewisburg,  OH  45338. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  Eleventh 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001. 
Transporting  (1)  carpet  strip  and 
adhesives,  from  Asheville,  NC,  to  points 
in  and  east  of  MT,  WY,  CO,  and  NM, 
and  (2)  nails,  from  Savannah.  GA  to 
Asheville,  NC,  under  continuing 
contracts  with  Roberts  Consolidated 
Industries.  Inc.,  City  of  Industry,  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles.  CA.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-348F),  filed  February 

20. 1980.  Applicant:  WILEY  SANDERS 
TRUCK  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  707, 
Troy,  AL  36081.  Representative:  John  J. 
Dykema  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  electric  storage  batteries, 
spent  batteries,  and  materials. 


equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  electric 
storage  batteries  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  between  the 
facilities  of  (a)  General  Battery 
Corporation  at  Reading ,  PA  (b)  Dixie 
Metals  Corp.,  at  Dallas,  TX  and  Heflin, 
LA.  and  (c)  Yuesa  General  Battery 
Corporation,  at  City  of  Industry.  CA. 
Salina,  KS,  and  Reading,  PA.  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI.) 
(Hearing  site:  Reading,  PA  or 
Montgomery.  AL) 

MC  141092  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  13, 
1980.  Applicant:  E.  R.  HOPKINS  TRUCK 
UNE.  INC.,  d.b.a.  HOPKINS.  INC.,  Rural 
Route  One,  Garden  City.  MO  64747. 
Representative:  Frank  W.  Taylor,  Jr^ 

1221  Baltimore  Ave.,  Suite  600,  Kansas 
City,  MO  64105.  Transporting  (1)  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
agricultural  feed  business  houses,  and 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  conunodities  in  (1)  above,  (a) 
between  points  in  MO,  lA,  and  IN.  and 
(b)  between  points  in  MO.  LA.  and  IN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  IL 
KS.  MN.  NE.  OK.  TX.  AR,  and  LA. 
(Hearing  site:  Kansas  City.  MO.) 

MC  141443  (Sub-6lF),  filed  February 

25, 1980.  Applicant:  JOHN  LONG 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  1030  E  Denton. 
Sapulpa,  OK  74066.  Representative: 
WUbum  L  Williamson,  Suite  615-E,  The 
Oil  Center,  2601  Northwest  Expressway. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  Transporting 
vegetable  oil,  shortening,  canned  or 
preserved  foodstuffs,  and  beverage 
preparations,  from  the  facilities  of  Hunt- 
Wesson  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Fullerton 
and  Hawyward,  CA,  to  points  in  AR, 

CO.  KS,  MO.  OK.  OR.  TX.  UT.  and  WA. 
(Hearing  site:  Dallas,  TX.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  142672  (Sub-121F),  filed  March  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  DAVID  BENEUX 
PRODUCE  &  TRUCKING.  INC.,  Post 
Office  Drawer  F,  Mulberry,  AR  72947. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  Esq.,  P.O. 
Box  1065,  Fayetteville.  AR  72701. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  grocery  and  food  business 
houses  (except  frozen  and  commodities 
in  bulk)  from  the  facilities  of  the  Clorox 
Company.  (1)  at  or  near  Houston.  TX.  to 
points  in  AR,  LA,  NM,  and  OK,  and.  (2) 
at  or  near  Forest  Park,  GA,  to  points  in 
KY.  (Hearing  site:  Oakland,  CA  or  Ft. 
Smith,  AR. 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  142743  (Sub-22F),  filed  March  4. 
1980.  Applicant:  FAST  FREIGHT 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  132C.  Tupelo,  ^ 
MS  38801.  Representative:  Martin  J. 
Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Road,  P.O.  Box 
400,  Northville,  Ml  48167.  Transporting 
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(1)  gypsum,  gypsum  products,  and 
building  materials,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  installation,  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk], 
between  those  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS. 

OK  and  TX,  restricted  to  trafHc 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Georgia-Pacific  Corporation,  Gypsum 
Division.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC 
or  Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC 144842  (Sub-8F),  filed  March  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  CLIFFORD  L  RIGGINS, 
d.b.a.  RIGGINS  TRUCKING,  1004  West 
Maple  St,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt,  815 15th 
St  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20005. 
Transporting  alcoholic  liquors,  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
alcoholic  liquors  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  (1)  between  Fort 
Smith,  AR,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI);  (2)  between 
Louisville  and  Bardstown,  KY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
AR,  IL,  NY,  and  PA:  (3)  between  New 
Orleans,  LA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AR,  AZ,  and  CA;  and 
(4)  between  Plainfield,  IL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  LA  and 
OK,  restricted  in  (1)  through  (4)  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Hiram  Walker  &  Sons,  Inc.  (Hearing 
site:  Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  D.C.) 

MC  144842  (Sub-9F),  filed  March  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  CUFFORD  L  RIGGINS, 
d.b.a.  RIGGINS  TRUCKING,  1004  West 
Maple  St,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt  815 15th 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20005. 
Transporting  steel  strapping  and 
accessories  for  steel  strapping,  (1)  from 
New  Britain,  CT,  and  points  in  Queens 
County,  NY,  to  points  in  AR.  CA,  lA,  IL, 
IN,  KY,  MI,  MO,  OH,  and  TX:  (2)  from 
Pittsburg,  CA,  to  those  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  west  of  MN,  lA, 
MO,  AR,  and  LA  (except  AK  and  HI); 
and  (3)  from  Chicago,  IL,  to  New  Britain, 
CT,  points  in  Queens  County,  NY,  and 
those  in  CA  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  145492  (Sub-5F),  filed  February  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  RICCIONl 
CORPO^TION,  130  Cedar  Grove  Rd., 
Somerville,  N]  08876.  Representative: 
Martin  M.  Geffon,  155  Canterbury  Rd., 
Mt.  Laurel,  NJ  08054.  Contract  carrier,  ^ 
transporting  animal  feed  (except  in 
bulk),  from  Richmond,  IN,  to  Pearl  River, 
NY,  under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
American  Cyanamid  Company,  of 
Wayne,  NJ.  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 

NY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 


MC  145492  (Sub-6F),  Hied  February  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  RICCIONl 
CORPORATION,  130  Cedar  Grove  RcL, 
Somerville,  NJ  08876.  Representative: 
Martin  M.  Geffon,  155  Canterbury  Rd., 
Mt.  Laurel,  NJ  08054.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  drugs  (except  in  bulk),  from 
W.  Cadwell.  NJ,  to  Niles,  IL,  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Ciba-Geigy 
Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 
NY,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  146782  (Sub-29F),  filed  February 

14. 1980.  Applicant:  ROBERTS 
CONTRACT  CARRIER 
CORPORATION,  300  First  Ave.  South, 
Nashville,  TN  37201.  Representative; 
Stephen  L.  Edwards,  806  Nashville  Bank 
&  Trust  Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37201. 
Transporting  (1)  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Northwestern  Steel 
and  Wire  Company,  at  Sterling  and 
Rock  Falls,  IL,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 
KY,  LA,  MS,  NC,  OH,  OK,  PA,  SC,  TN, 
TX,  VA,  and  WV,  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  in  the  reverse 
direction.  (Hearing  site:  Nashville,  TN, 
or  Sterling,  IL) 

MC  147062  (Sub-9F),  filed  February  6, 
1980.  Applicant:  EXPl^SS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  789,  Chattanooga, 
TN  37401.  Representative:  Ralph  B. 
Matthews,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  GA 
30301.  Transporting  water  meters,  finm 
Tallassee,  AL  to  Los  Angeles,  CA* 
(Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL  or 
Atlanta,  GA.) 

MC  147712  (Sub-lOF),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  MID-WESTERN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  10506  S.  Shoemaker 
Ave.,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA  90670. 
Representative:  Joseph  Fazio  (same 
address  as  applicant).  In  foreign 
commerce  only,  transporting  containers, 
between  points  in  CA.  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  ports  of  entry  on  the 
international  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  restricted  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water.  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles  or  San  Diego,  CA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  148183  (Sub-19F).  filed  February 

22. 1980.  Applicant:  ARROW  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  432,  Gainesville, 
GA  30503.  Representative:  Pauline  E. 
Myers,  Suite  348,  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 

425 13th  St.  NW..  Washington.  DC  20004. 
Transporting  spaghetti,  macaroni  and 
noodles,  from  the  facilities  of  the  C.F. 
Mueller  Company,  at  Jersey  City,  NJ,  to 
points  in  FL,  GA,  and  SC.  (Hearing  site: 
Newark,  NJ,  or  Washington,  DC.) 


MC  148712  (Sub-2F).  filed  February  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  PERSONALIZED 
HAULAGE  OF  ATLANTA.  INC.,  3659 
Cornwall  Ct.,  Decatur.  GA  30032. 
Representative:  John  C.  Bach,  1400 
Candler  Building,  Atlanta,  GA  30303. 
Transporting  printed  matter,  between 
the  facilities  of  Multi-List/McGraw-Hill 
in  Dekalb  County.  GA,  on  the  one  hand 
and,  on  the  other,  Springfield.  MO, 
Shreveport,  LA,  Cleveland  and 
Chattanooga,  TN,  Gastonia,  NC,  and 
Columbia,  SC.  (Hearing  site:  Atlanta, 
GA.) 

MC  148872  (Sub-3F),  filed  February  8, 
1980.  Applicant:  H.O.H.  COMPANY, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  637,  Rossville,  GA  30741. 
Representative:  C.  Jack  Pearce,  1000 
Connecticut  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
floor  coverings,  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above,  between  points  in  GA  and  TN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CO.  MT.  ID.  OR  WA.  lA.  MN, 
WI,  ND,  and  SD,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  North  Georgia  Shippers 
Association,  of  Dalton  GA.  (Hearing 
site:  Atlanta.  GA,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Volume  No.  150 

Decided:  April  2, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number. 
Members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 

MC  4405  (Sub-621F),  filed  February  13, 
1980.  Applicant:  DEALERS  TRANSIT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  236,  Tulsa.  OK  74101. 
Representative:  Michael  E.  Miller  502 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  Transporting:  food  processing 
machinery,  material  handling  and 
storage  equipment  from  the  facilities  of 
Vanmark  Corp.,  at  or  near  Creston,  lA, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (excluding 
AK,  and  HI).  (Hearing  site:  Des  Moines, 
lA.) 

MC  13134  (Sub-87F),  filed  February  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  GRANT  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  256,  Oak  Hill,  OH  45656. 
Representative:  James  M.  Burtch,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  (1)  refractories,  and 
insulating  materials,  and  (2)  materials 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  refractory  products,  between  those 
points  in  the  US  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD. 
NE,  CO,  OK  and  TX,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  facilities  of  A.  P. 
Green  Refractories  Co.  (Hearing  site;  St. 
Louis,  MO,  or  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC  35335  (Sub-87F).  filed  February  13, 
1980.  Applicant:  COOPER-JARRETT, 
INC.,  Hanover  Plaza,  Morristown,  NJ 
07960.  Representative:  William  J.  Hanlon 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  lumber,  from  points  in  CT, 
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ME,  MA.  NH,  RI,  VT,  to  points  in  CT, 

DE.  NC.  ME.  MD.  MA,  NH,  NJ,  NY.  PA. 
RI.  VT,  WV.  OH.  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
New  York,  NY,  or  Washington,  DC). 

MC  106674  (Sub-465F),  filed  February 

14. 1980.  Applicant:  SCHILLI  MOTOR 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123,  Remington, 

IN  47977.  Representative:  Jerry  L. 
Johnson  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  metal  containers  and 
closures,  from  the  facilities  of  Inland 
Steel  Containers  Corp.,  at  or  near  (1) 
Greenville,  OH,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 
KY.  LA,  MS.  and  TN,  and  (2)  Alsip,  IL.  to 
points  in  AL.  AR.  GA,  IN.  KY.  LA.  MS. 
OH,  PA,  and  TN.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 
IL,  or  Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  107295  (Sub-968F),  filed  February, 
1980.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB  TRANSIT 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  146,  Farmer  City,  IL  61842. 
Representative:  Todd  A.  Peterman 
(same  address  as  above).  Transporting 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
buildings,  building  parts,  and 
accessories,  from  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK,  and  HI),  to  Pine  Bluff,  AR. 
(Hearing  site:  Little  Rock,  AR.) 

MC  107515  (Sub-134lF),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  GA  30050.  Representative: 
Alan  E.  Serby,  3390  Peachtree  Road, 

N.E.,  5th  Floor,  Lenox  Towers  South, 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Transporting 
aluminum  and  aluminum  products,  from 
the  facilities  of  Consolidated  Aluminum 
Co.,  at  or  near  Benton,  KY,  to  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing 
site:  Memphis,  TN.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
MC  109124  (Sub-103F),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  SENTLE  TRUCKING 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  7850,  Toledo, 
OH  43619.  Representative:  James  M. 
Burtch,  100  East  Broad  St.,  Suite  1800, 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transporting  lime, 
limestone,  limestone  products,  high 
temperature  bonding  mortar  and 
roasted  dolomite,  from  points  in 
Sandusky  County.  OH,  to  points  in  AR, 
FL.  lA.  LA.  MS.  NE,  NC.  OK,  and  SC. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  109584  (Sub-208F),  filed  February 

15. 1980.  Applicant:  ARIZONA-PACIFIC 
TANK  LINES,  P.O.  Box  7240,  3980 
Quebec  St.,  Denver,  CO  80207. 
Representative:  Rick  Barker  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
ref ined petroleum  products  (except 
asphalt,  residual  fuel  oil  and  road  oil), 
from  points  in  CA  (except  Colton, 

Niland  and  Imperial)  to  points  in  AZ 
and  Bernalillo,  San  Juan,  McKinley, 
Valencia.  Catron,  Sandoval,  and  Rio 


Arriba  Counties,  NM,  and  (2) 
contaminated  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Phoenix  and 
Tucson,  AZ,  to  points  in  CA  (except 
Colton,  and  Niland).  (Hearing  site:  Los 
Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  109584  (Sub-209F),  filed  February 

11. 1980.  Applicant:  ARIZONA-PACIFIC 
TANK  UNES,  P.O.  Box  7240,  3980 
Quebec  St.,  Denver,  CO  80207. 
Representative:  Rick  Barker  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
liquid  trace  minerals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  La  Habra,  CA,  to  points 
in  KS.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA.) 

MC  113855  (Sub-509F),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2450  Marion  Rd. 

SE.,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  502 
First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND 
58126.  Transporting  (1)  switch  gears  and 
circuit  breakers:  (2)  parts  for  the 
commodities  in  (1),  and  (3)  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing,  servicing  and 
distribution  of  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  between  points  in  Greenwood 
County,  SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (excluding  HI 
but  including  AK).  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  113855  (Sub-510F),  filed  February 

11. 1980.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2450  Marion  Rd.  SE. 
Rochester,  MN  55901.  Representative: 
Michael  E.  Miller.  502  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  ND  58126. 
Transporting  Commodities  (the 
transportation  of  which,  because  of  size 
or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  (except  those  in  (2)  and  (3) 
below))  (2)  self-propelled  vehicles,  (3) 
and  metal  articles,  between  points  in 
MI,  IN,  and  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  NY,  PA,  MA,  RI, 
CT,  NJ,  DE,  MD,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Indianapolis,  IN.) 

MC  114284  (Sub-92F),  filed  February 

11. 1980.  Applicant:  FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  P.O.  Box 
82307,  Stockyard  Station,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73148.  Representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St,  P.O.  Box  1979, 
Topeka,  KS  66601.  Transporting  meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat-packing 
houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Service  Packing 
Company,  at  or  near  Oklahoma  City, 

OK,  to  points  in  CA,  restricted  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  and  destined  to  the 


indicated  destinations.  (Hearing  site: 
Oklahoma  City.  OK.) 

MC  114284  (Sub-93F),  filed  February 

11. 1980.  Applicant:  FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  P.O.  Box 
82307,  Stockyard  Station,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73148.  Representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  St.,  Topeka,  KS 
66603.  Transporting  coffee,  (except  in 
bulk),  from  New  Orleans,  LA,  to 
Oklahoma  City,  OK.  (Hearing  site: 
Oklahoma  City,  OK.) 

MC  116254  (Sub-308F),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  CHEMI-HAULERS, 
INC.,  118  East  Mobile  Plaza,  Florence, 
AL  35630.  Representative:  Hampton  M. 
Mills  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  Iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  the  facilities  of  Northwestern  Steel 
and  Wire  Company,  at  Rock  Falls  and 
Sterling,  IL,  to  those  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA. 
(Hearing  site:  Atlanta,  GA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  116544  (Sub-205F),  filed  February 

11. 1980.  Applicant:  ALTRUK  FREIGHT 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  1703  Embarcadero  Rd., 
Palo  Alto,  CA  94303.  Representative: 
Richard  G.  Lougee,  P.O.  Box  10061,  Palo 
Alto,  CA  94303.Transporting  canned 
foodstuffs  (except  frozen),  from  the 
facilities  of  Joan  of  Arc  Company,  Inc., 
at  or  near  (1)  St.  Francisville,  LA  and 
Belledeau,  LA.  to  points  in  CO,  FL,  LA, 
IL,  KS.  MN.  MO,  NE.  OK,  TX  and  WI, 
and  (2)  from  Turkey,  NC,  to  New  York, 
NY  and  Philadelphia,  PA  and  points  in 
FL,  IL,  MO,  NJ,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
San  Francisco,  CA.  or  Chicago,  IL.) 

MC  117574  (Sub-350F).  filed  February 

11. 1980.  Applicant:  DAILY  EXPRESS. 
INC.,  P.O,  Box  39, 1076  Harrisburg  Pike, 
Carlisle,  PA  17013.  Representative:  E.  S. 
Moore,  Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  Iron  and  steel  articles, 
between  Rock  Falls.  IL  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  LA.  LN,  KY, 
MI,  MN,  MO,  and  WI.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  121664  (Sub-lllF),  filed  February 

4. 1980.  Applicant:  HORNADY  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  846,  Monroeville, 
AL  36460.  Representative:  W.  E.  Grant, 
1702  First  Avenue  South,  Birmingham, 
AL  35233.  Transporting  composition 
board  from  the  facilities  of  Abitibi-Price 
Corporation  at  or  near  (1)  Lucas  County. 
OH,  (2)  Roaring  River.  NC  and  (3) 
Blountstown,  FL  to  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  CO,  and 
NM.  (Hearing  site:  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  121664  (Sub-113F),  filed  February 

15. 1980.  Applicant:  HORNADY  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  846,  Monroeville, 
AL  36460.  Representative:  W.  E.  Grant, 
1702  First  Avenue  South,  Birmingham, 

AL  35233.  Transporting  poles,  piling,  and 
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posts,  horn  Brownville,  AL  to  those 
points  in  the  U.S.  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  MA,  OH.  and  TN.  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham.  AL) 

MC 123914  (Sub*3F),  filed  February  4, 
1980.  Applicant:  W.  C.  KUNE,  INC.,  3200 
South  Tenth  Ave.,  Altoona,  PA  16603. 
Representative:  Thomas  M.  Mulroy,  1500 
Bank  Tower,  307  Fourth  Ave., 

Pittsburgh,  PA  15222.  Transporting  pre¬ 
cast  concrete  products,  from  Portage. 

PA,  to  points  in  WV,  NY,  NJ,  MD,  OH, 
and  DE.  (Hearing  site:  Pittsburgh,  PA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  135895  (Sub-83F),  filed  February 

14. 1980.  Applicant:  B  &  R  DRAY  AGE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 
)ackson,  MS  39204.  Representative: 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  P.O.  Box  1295, 
Greenville,  MS  38701.  Transporting  (1) 
wood  furniture,  (2)  plastic  and  plastic 
articles,  (3)  rough  steel  forgings,  (4) 
metal  products,  and  (5)  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  described  in  (1)  through  (4) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  the  facilities  of  iNper 
Industries,  Inc.  at  or  near  (a)  Jackson, 
MS,  (b)  Collierville,  TN,  (c)  Clarendon, 
AR,  and  (d)  Salt  Lake  City,  UT,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  US  (except  AK  and  HI.)  (Hearing 
site:  Jackson,  MS,  or  Memphis,  TN.) 

MC  136315  (Sub-109F),  filed  February 

13. 1980.  Applicant:  OLEN  BURRAGE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Route  9  Box  28, 
Philadelphia,  MS  39350.  Representative: 
Fred  W.  Johnson,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  22807, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Transporting  (1)  iron 
and  steel  articles,  from  the  facilities  of 
Keystone  Consolidated  Industries,  Inc. 
at  or  near  (a)  Chicago,  IL  (b) 
Crawfordsville,  IN;  (c)  Peoria,  IL  and  (d) 
Sherman,  TX,  to  points  in  AL  AR,  CT, 
DE,  FL  GA,  lA,  IL  IN,  KY,  KS,  LA,  MO. 
MN,  MS.  NC.  ND.  NE.  NJ.  NY.  OH,  OK, 
MI,  PA,  SC,  SD.  TX.  VA.  WV.  and  WI. 
and  (2)  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture, 
production  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above  in  the 
reverse  direction,  restricted  in  (1)  above 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and  in 
(2)  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  139254  (Sub-25F).  filed  February 

14. 1980.  Applicant:  BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  3830  Kelley 
Ave.,  Cleveland,  OH  44114. 
Representative:  John  P.  McMahon,  100 
East  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 


Household  applicances  and 
housewares,  and  (2)  parts,  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture,  installation,  and 
distribution  of  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK,  and  HI),  under  a 
continuing  contract(s)  with  The  Hoover 
Company,  of  North  Canton,  OH. 
(Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  140265  (Sub-13F),  filed  February 

11, 1980.  Applicant:  LARRY  E.  HICKOX, 
d.b.a.  Larry  E.  Hickox  Trucking,  P.O. 
Box  95,  Casey,  IL  61420.  Representative: 
Robert  T.  Lawley,  300  Reisch  Bldg., 
Springfield,  IL  62701.  Contract  carrier, 
transporting  Liquid  cleaning 
compounds,  from  (1)  Cleveland.  OH,  to 
Torrance,  CA,  Atlanta,  GA,  and 
Newark,  NJ,  and  (2)  from  Torrance,  CA, 
to  Renton,  WA  imder  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  State  Chemical 
Manufacturing  Company  of  Cleveland, 
OH.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH,  or 
Chicago,  IL) 

MC  140665  (Sub-96F),  filed  February 

11, 1980.  Applicant:  PRIME,  INC.,  Route 

I,  Box  115-B,  Urbana,  MO  65767. 
Representative:  Clayton  Geer,  P.O.  Box 
786,  Ravenna,  OH  44266.  Transporting 
(1)  Household  and  personal  care 
products,  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  Ada,  MI  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  GA,  NJ,  TX,  CA, 
WA,  CO.  and  lA.  (Hearing  site: 
Columbus,  OH,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

MC  140665  (Sub-97F),  filed  February 

II,  1980.  Applicant:  PR^IE,  INC.,  Route 

I,  Box  115-B.  Urbana.  MO  65767. 
Representative:  Clayton  Geer,  P.O.  Box 
786,  Ravenna,  OH  44266.  Transporting 
(1)  Plastics  and  (2)  chemicals  (except 
plastic)  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  marketing  or  distribution  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Hattiesburg,  MS  to  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
CO.  ID.  NV.  NM.  MT,  OR,  UT.  WA,  and 
WY.  (Hearing  site:  Washington,  DC,  or 
San  Francisco,  CA.) 

MC  141205  (Sub-46F),  filed  February 

II,  1980.  Applicant:  HUSKY  OIL 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  600 
South  Cherry  Street,  Denver,  CO  80222. 
Representative:  F.  Robert  Reeder,  P.O. 
Box  11898,  Salt  Uke  City,  UT  84147. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  crude  oil, 
scrubber  oil  and  condensate,  from 
points  in  Kiowa  Cotmty,  KS,  to  the 
Husky  Oil  Company  pipeline  injection 
station  on  Arapahoe  Pipeline  near 
Anton,  CO,  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Husky  Oil  Company,  of 
Denver,  CO.  (Hearing  site:  Denver,  CO.) 


MC  143785  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  B  &  W 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.  P.O.  Box 
471,  Randolph,  MA  02368. 
Representative:  David  M.  Marshall,  101 
State  St,  Suite  304,  Springfield,  MA 
01103.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  wholesale  and  retail  stores  and 
food  business  houses  (except  in  bulk), 
between  Boston,  MA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NY  (except 
New  York,  NY  and  its  commercial  zone), 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Stop  &  Shop  Companies,  Inc.,  of  South 
Boston.  MA.  (Hearing  site:  Boston,  MA.) 

MC  146015  (Sub-3F),  filed  February  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  MUMMA  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  6495  Carlisle  Pike, 
Mechanicsburg,  PA  17055. 
Representative:  C.  Jack  Pearce,  1000 
Connecticut  Ave.  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Contract  carrier,  transporting  (1) 
such  commodities  as  is  dealt  in  by 
grocery  and  feed  business  houses,  per 
foods,  soy  products,  paste  flour 
products,  and  (2)  ingredients,  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sale  of  products  in  (1) 
above,  between  the  facilities  of  Ralston 
Purina  Company,  at  or  near  Hampden 
Township,  PA  and  Union  City,  GA. 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Ralston  Purina  Company,  of  St.  Louis, 
MO.  (Hearing  site:  St.  Louis.  MO.) 

MC  147035  (Sub-5F),  filed  February  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  J.  HOWARD  LEASING, 
INC.,  253  S.W.  Cutoff.  Worcester,  MA 
01604.  Representative:  James  F.  Martin, 
Jr.,  8  W.  Morse  Rd.,  Bellingham,  MA 
02019.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
frozen  meat,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  New 
York,  NY;  Wilmington,  DE;  and 
Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points  in  ME,  NH, 
VT,  MA,  RI,  and  CT,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water  and 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with  A.  J. 
Cunningham  Packing  Corp.,  of  Quincy, 
MA. 

MC  147214  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  13, 
1980.  Applicant:  DETERMANN 
INDUSTRIES.  INC.,  1425  North 
Washington  Blvd.,  Camanche,  lA  52730. 
Representative:  Carl  E.  Munson,  469 
Fischer  Bldg.,  Dubuque,  LA  52001. 
Transporting  petroleum  coke,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  the  facilities  of 
Determann  River  Terminal,  at  or  near 
Camanche,  LA.  to  points  in  IL.  (Hearing 
site:  Wichita,  KS  or  Kansas  City,  MO.) 

MC  147644  (Sub-5F),  filed  February  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  J.M.C.  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  11507,  Louisville,  KY 
40211.  Representative:  Gerald  K. 

Gimmel,  Suite  145, 4  Professional  Drive, 
Gaithersburg,  MD  20760.  Transporting 
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such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  and 
used  by  manufacturers  and  distributors 
of  alcoholic  beverages  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  between 
Bardstown,  KY,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI):  (2)  from  Paducah,  KY,  to 
Columbia,  SC:  and  (3)  from  Owensboro, 
Frankfort,  and  Louisville,  KY,  Dundalk, 
MD,  Boston,  MA,  and  Lawrenceburg,  IN 
to  Baton  Rouge,  LA.  (Hearing  site: 
Louisville,  KY.) 

MC 147644  (Sub-6F),  filed  February  15, 
1980.  Applicant:  J.  M.  C.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  11507,  Louisville,  KY 
40211.  Representative:  Gerald  K. 

Gimmel,  Suite  145, 4  Professional  Dr., 
Gaithersburg,  MD  20760.  Transporting 
(1)  Wine  and  Brandy,  from  points  in  CA 
to  Louisville,  Bardstown,  Covington,  and 
Paducah,  KY.,  (2)  Pallet  stretch-wrap 
machinery  from  Louisville,  KY  to  points 
in  CA,  and  (3)  ceramic  decanters  from 
Los  Angeles,  CA.,  to  Bardstown,  KY. 
(Hearing  site:  Louisville,  KY.) 

MC  148854  (Sub-2F),  filed  February  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  GENE  KYKER,  d.b.a. 
KYKER  TRANSPORT  CO.,  303  Sunset 
Lane,  Mt.  Morris,  IL  61054. 
Representative:  Abraham  A.  Diamond, 
29  South  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Contract  carrier,  transporting  (a) 
Material  handling  equipment;  and  (b) 
Materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  material  handling 
equipment,  between  the  facilities  of 
General  Kinematics  Corporation  at  or 
near  Crystal  Lake,  Rockford  and 
Woodstock,  IL,  on  the  one' hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  US,  (except  AK 
and  HI),  under  a  continuing  contract(s) 
with  General  Kinematics  Corporation,  of 
Barrington,  IL.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago, 

IL.) 

Volume  No.  162 

Decided;  April  29, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce  and  Jones. 

MC  123263  (Sub-18F)  (correction), 
filed  December  10, 1979,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  issued  of  April  3, 1980, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  FLOYD  R.  WANGERIN  and 
LORRAINE  C.  WANGERIN,  a 
partnership,  d.b.a.  WANGERIN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  Rural  Route  2, 
Stephenson,  MI  49887.  Representative: 
Michael  S.  Varda,  121  South  Pinckney 
Street,  Madison,  WI 53703.  Transporting 
hydraulic  hose,  fittings,  and  cylinders, 

(1)  from  Lewis  and  lola,  KS,  and 
Chicago,  IL  to  Milwaukee,  WI  and 
Menominee,  MI,  and  (2)  from 
Milwaukee,  WI  to  Menominee,  MI, 
restricted  in  (1)  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  destined  to  the  facilities  of 


Menominee  Rubber  Company  and  in  (2) 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  facilities 
of  the  named  shipper.  (Hearing  site: 
Chicago,  IL  or  Milwaukee,  WI.)  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  add 
the  City  of  “Lewis”  to  part  (1),  and  add 
“cylinders”  to  the  commodity 
description. 

MC  149332F  (correction),  filed  October 

18, 1979,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  March  25, 1980,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  MIDWAY  CARTAGE.  INC., 
4900  S.  Merrimac  Ave.,  Chicago,  IL 
60638.  Representative:  Joel  H.  Steiner,  39 
South  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  ■  * 

Contract  carrier  transporting  aluminum 
articles  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  Reynolds  Metals  Co.,  at 
McCook,  IL,  to  points  in  IN,  MI,  OH,  KY, 
TN,  lA,  WI,  MN.  and  MO,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Reynolds 
Metals  Company,  of  Richmond,  VA. 
(Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL.)  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  correct  the 
territorial  description  by  changing  “MD” 
to  “MO”. 

Volume  No.  163 

Decided:  April  29, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
2,  Members  Eaton,  Liberman  and  Jensen. 

MC  108053  (Sub-164F),  filed 
September  13. 1979,  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  March  18, 1980, 
as  MC  108053  (Sub-104F)  and 
republished  as  correced  this  issue. 
Applicant:  UTTLE  AUDREY’S 
TRANSPORTA'nON  CO.,  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  129,  Fremont,  NE  68025. 
Representative:  Arnold  L  Burke,  180  N. 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60601.  The 
purpose  of  this  correction  is  to  show  the 
correct  Sub-No.  assign  to  this 
application  which  is  Sub-164F  in  lieu  of 
Sub-104F  published  in  error.  The  rest  of 
this  application  remains  the  same  as 
previously  published. 

MC  115162  (Sub-505F)  (correction), 
filed  September  5, 1979,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  March  5, 1980, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  POOLE  TRUCK  LINE,  INC., 
P.O.  Drawer  500,  Evergreen,  AL  36401. 
Representative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting  (1) 
paper  and  paper  articles,  and  bags,  from 
the  facilities  of  International  Paper  Co., 
at  or  near  Jackson,  TN,  to  those  points  in 
the  United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD, 
NE,  KS,  OK.  and  TX,  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
packaging,  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
in  the  reverse  direction.  (Hearing  site: 
Atlanta,  GA  or  Washington,  DC.)  The 


purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
correct  the  commodity  description  by 
adding  “bags”. 

MC  115162  (Sub-521F),  filed  November 

2. 1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  25, 1980,  as  MC 
115162  (Sub-511F),  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  fuel  wood  and 
compressed  logs  from  Pocahontas,  AR, 
and  Memphis,  TN,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS,  OK  and  TX.  (Hearing  site:  Memphis. 
'TN.  or  Birmingham.  AL.)  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  show  the  correct 
Sub-No.  assign  to  this  application  which 
is  Sub-521F  in  lieu  of  Sub-511F  which 
was  previously  published  in  error. 

MC  115162  (Sub-522F),  filed  October  9. 
1979,  and  republished  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  25, 1980,  as  MC 
115162  (Sub-512F),  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  POOLE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  500, 
Evergreen,  AL  36401.  Representative: 
Robert  E.  Tate  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  classes  A  and  B  explosives) 
between  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI),  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  to  or  from  the  facilities  of  Union 
Camp  Corporation.  (Hearing  site:  New 
York,  NY  or  Washington,  DC.)  The  ' 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  show 
the  correct  Sub-No.  assign  to  this 
application  which  is  Sub-522F  in  lieu  of 
Sub-512F  which  was  previously 
published  in  error. 

MC  128273  (Sub-388F),  filed  November 

2. 1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  25, 1980,  as  MC 
128273  (Sub-376F)  and  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  MIDWESTERN 
DISTRIBUTION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  189,  Fort 
Scott,  KS  66701.  Representative:  Elden 
Corban  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
used  or  dealt  in  by  manufacturers  or 
distributors  of  cleansing  or  purifying 
products  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  and  commodities  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment)  between  the  facilities  of 
Blue  Cross  Laboratories  at  or  near  North 
Hollywood.  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK,  CA.  and  HI),  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Blue 
Cross  Laboratories.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  correctly  identify  the 
application  Sub-No.  assigned  which  is 
Sub-388  in  lieu  of  Sub-376  published  in 
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error.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles,  CA  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC 134813  (Sub-6F)  (correction),  filed 
December  18, 1978,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  March  27, 1979, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  WESTERN  CARTAGE,  INC., 
2921  Dawson  Road,  Tulsa,  OK  74110. 
Representative:  Michael  R.  Vanderburg, 
5200  South  Yale,  Suite  400,  Tulsa,  OK 
74135.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
iron  and  steel  articles  between  the 
facilities  of  Good  Manufacturing 
Company,  at  Tulsa,  OK,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  AK  and  HI),  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Good 
Manufacturing  Company,  of  Tulsa,  OK. 
(Hearing  site:  Tulsa,  OK.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  reflect  a  radial 
movement,  in  lieu  of  a  nonradial,  as 
previously  published. 

Note. — Dual  operations  are  involved  in  this 
proceeding. 

MC  138882  (Sub-314F),  filed  October 

15, 1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  18, 1980,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  WILEY  SANDERS  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL 
36081.  Representative:  John  J.  Dykema 
(same  address  as  applicant). 
Transporting  roofing,  roofing  materials, 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
roofing  and  roofing  materials  between 
the  facilities  of  the  Masonite 
Corporation-Roofing  Division  at  or  near 
Meridian,  MS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  points  in  AL,  FL,  GA, 

LA,  TX,  TN,  KY,  SC,  and  NC.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
include  the  states  of  AL  and  FL  as 
destination  states.  (Hearing  site: 
Meridian,  MS  or  Birmingham,  AL.) 

MC  138882  (Sub-339F)  (partial 
correction),  filed  December  27, 1979, 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  April  8, 1980,  and  republished,  as 
corrected,  this  issue.  Applicant:  WILEY 
SANDERS  TRUCK  UNES,  INC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL  36081. 
Representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  JR., 
3426  N.  Washington  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box 
1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210.  (2)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  or  distribution  of  roofing 
and  roofing  materials,  and  roofing  and 
roofing  materials,  from  points  in  AR, 

MS,  LA,  KY,  and  SC,  to  the  facilities  of 
ELK  Corporation  of  Alabama,  at  or  near 
Tuscaloosa,  AL.  (Hearing  site: 
Birmingham,  AL  or  Washington,  DC.) 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
correct  the  commodity  description  in  (2) 
and  the  remainder  of  this  authority 
remains  as  previously  published. 


MC  138882  (Sub-340F).  filed  December 

28, 1979,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  April  8, 1980,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  WILEY  SANDERS  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  707,  Troy,  AL 
36081.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington  Blvd., 
P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  of 
non-alcoholic  beverages  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  (1)  between  the 
facilities  of  Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Birmingham,  AL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  TN,  MS,  GA, 
FL,  and  OK;  (2)  between  the  facilities  of 
Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Granite  City,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  MO,  KY,  TN,  AR, 
IN,  lA,  and  WI;  (3)  between  the  facilities 
of  Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Columbus,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  IN,  KY,  PA,  WV,  NY, 
and  GA;  (4)  between  the  facilities  of 
Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Baltimore,  MD,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  PA,  DE,  VA,  WV,  NJ, 
and  DC;  (5)  between  the  facilities  of 
Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Union, 
NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  PA,  NY,  and  MD;  (6)  between 
the  facilities  of  Shasta  Beverages,  Inc., 
at  or  near  New  Bedford,  MA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NH, 
VT,  NY,  CT,  NJ,  and  ME;  (7)  between  the 
facilities  of  Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Charlotte,  NC,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  VA,  KY,  TN, 
SC,  GA,  FL,  and  OK;  (8)  between  the 
facilities  of  Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Eustis,  FL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  GA,  SC,  and  AL;  (9) 
between  the  facilities  of  Shasta 
Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Lenexa,  KS, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NE,  LA,  MO,  and  OK;  (10) 
between  the  facilities  of  Shasta 
Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Omaha,  NE, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  ND,  SD,  MN,  LA,  MO,  KS,  and 
OK;  (11)  between  the  facilities  of  Shasta 
Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  WY,  CO,  ID,  NV,  and 
CA;  (12)  between  the  facilities  of  Shasta 
Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Phoenix,  AZ, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NM  and  CA;  (13)  between  the 
facilities  of  Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Los  Angeles,  CA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NV  and  AZ; 
(14)  between  the  facilities  of  Shasta 
Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Hayward, 

CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NV  and  UT;  (15)  between  the 
facilities  of  Shasta  Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Tukwila,  WA,  on  the  one  hand. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OR,  MT.  and 
ID;  (16)  between  the  facilities  of  Shasta 
Beverages,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Houston,  TX, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  LA  and  OK;  and  (17)  between 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI), 
restricted  in  (17)  to  traffic  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  facilities  of  Shasta 
Beverages,  Inc.  (Hearing  site:  San 
Francisco,  CA,  or  Washington,  DC.)  The 
piupose  of  this  republication  is  to 
correct  the  commodity  and  territorial 
descriptions. 

MC  144303  (Sub-12F),  (correction), 
filed  September  19, 1979,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  March  25, 
1980,  and  republished,  as  corrected,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  YOUNGBLOOD 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1048, 
Fletcher,  NC  28732.  Representative: 
Charles  Ephraim,  Suite  600, 1250 
Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Washington, 

DC  20036.  Contract  carrier,  transporting 
(1)  electrical  distribution  transformers, 
and  parts,  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  in  (1)  above,  between 
the  facilities  of  RTE  Corporation  at  or 
near  Waukesha,  WI,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  in 
and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and  LA, 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with  RTE 
Corporation,  of  Waukesha,  WI.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington,  DC.).  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  correct  territorial 
description  by  adding  “MO”. 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  145152  (Sub-98F),  (partial 
correction),  filed  July  9, 1979,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  February 

14, 1980,  and  republished,  as  corrected, 
this  issue.  Applicant:  BIG  THREE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
159,  Springdale,  AR  72764. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 
foodstuffs,  canned,  preserved  or 
prepared  (except  frozen),  from  the 
facilities  of  Ocean  Spray  Cranberry 
Corporation,  at  or  near  (a)  Middleboro, 
MA,  (b)  Bordentown,  NJ,  (c)  North  East, 
PA,  (d)  Sulphur  Springs,  TX,  and  (e) 
Kenosha,  WI,  to  points  in  AL,  AR,  GA, 
lA,  IL,  IN,  KS,  KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MO,  MS, 
NC,  ND,  NE,  NM,  OH,  OK,  PA,  SC,  SD, 
TN,  TX,  VA,  WA,  WI,  and  WV.  (Hearing 
site:  Boston,  MA  or  Fayetteville,  AR.) 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
correct  the  destination  territory,  and  the 
remainder  of  this  authority  remains  as 
previously  published. 

MC  148883  (Sub-lF),  filed  December  6, 
1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  27, 1980,  as  MC 
148522  (Sub-lF)  and  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  PAUL  E.  ACE  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  930  Clay  Avenue,  Stroudsburg,  PA 
18360.  Representative:  Joseph  F.  Hoary, 
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121  South  Main  Street,  Taylor,  PA  18517. . 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
show  the  correct  MC  Docket  No. 
assigned  to  this  application  which  is  MC 
148883  (Sub-lF],  in  lieu  of  MC  148522 
(Sub-lF)  which  was  previously 
published  in  error.  The  rest  of  this 
application  remains  the  same  as 
previously  published. 

Volume  No.  164 

Decided:  April  29, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Parker,  Fortier  and  Hill, 

MC  4963  (Sub-73F),  (correction),  filed  . 
July  3, 1979,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  March  5, 1980,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  JONES  MOTOR  CO.,  INC., 
Bridge  Street  and  Schuylkill  Road, 

Spring  City,  PA  19475.  Representative: 
Roland  Rice,  Suite  501,  Perpetual 
Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20004.  Transporting 
metals  and  metal  products,  paper  and 
paper  products,  and  lumber  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment),  between 
points  in  NC,  AL,  GA,  KY,  MO,  TN  and 
SC.  (Hearing  site:  Charlotte,  NC.)  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  add 
the  tacking  note. 

Note. — Applicant  indicates  intention  to 
tack  with  existing  authority. 

MC  44783  (Sub-llF)  (correction),  filed 
February  8, 1980,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  April  15, 1980, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  THE  MAHONING  EXPRESS 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  557, 
Mineral  Ridge,  OH  44440. 

Representative:  Earl  N.  Merwin,  85  East 
Gay  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  (1)  building  materials  and 
supplies  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 

(2)  iron  and  steel  articles  (except  those 
in  (1)  above,  and  (3)  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  iron  and  steel  articles 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  OH,  PA,  and  Hancock,  Brooke, 
Ohio,  and  Marshall  Counties,  WV,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  DE,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MD,  MI,  NJ,  NY,  OH, 

PA,  VA,  WV,  WI,  TN,  and  NC.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  territorial  description. 

MC  71593  (Sub-58F),  (correction),  filed 
January  8, 1980,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  15, 1980,  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  FORWARDERS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1608  East  Second 
Street,  Scotch  Plains,  NJ  07076. 
Representative:  Ronald  S.  Potter  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Transporting 


ground  clay  in  bags,  from  Olmstead,  IL, 
Bloomfield,  MO,  and  Paris,  TN,  to  points 
in  AL,  AR,  CT,  DE,  FL,  GA,  IL  (except 
from  Olmstead,  IL),  IN,  lA,  KY,  LA,  ME, 
MD,  MA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO  (except  from 
Bloomfield,  MO),  NH,  NJ,  NY,  NC,  OH, 
PA,  RI,  SC,  TN  (except  from  Paris,  TN), 
VT,  VA,  WV,  WI,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Newark,  NJ.) 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  territorial  description 
substituting  AR  for  AK. 

MC  80443  (Sub-33F),  (correction),  filed 
November  20, 1979,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  April  8, 1980, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  OVERNITE  EXPRESS,  INC., 
2550  Long  Lake  Road,  Roseville,  MN 
55113.  Representative:  Samuel 
Rubenstein,  Post  Office  Box  5, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55440.  Transporting  (1) 
cocks  and  valves,  (2)  parts  and 
accessories  for  cocks  and  valves,  and 
(3)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  cocks  and  valves  between  the 
facilities  of  DeZurik,  a  unit  of  General 
Signal,  at  (a)  Sartell,  MN,  (b) 
McMinnville,  TN  (c)  La  Grange,  GA  and 
(d)  Chehalis,  WA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  and  HI).  (Hearing  site: 
Minneapolis,  or  St.  Paul,  MN.)  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
correct  the  entire  commodity  and 
territorial  description  which  was 
previously  published  with  the  authority 
from  MC  80443  Sub  3lF. 

MC  114273  (Sub-666F),  filed  October 

16. 1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  April  8, 1980,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  CRST,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  68, 
Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52406.  Representative: 
Kenneth  L  Core  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Transporting  hides,  skins, 
pelts,  and  pieces  of  hides,  skins,  and 
pelts,  ft-om  points  in  CO,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KS, 
MN,  MO,  NE,  OH,  and  WI,  to  points  in 
IL,  IN,  KY  ME,  MD,  MA,  MI,  NH,  NJ,  NY. 
OH,  PA,  VA,  WV,  and  WI.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  correctly 
identify  the  destination  of  "NM”  to  read 
“NH”  which  was  previously  published 
in  error.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  116763  (Sub-609F),  filed  October 

17. 1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  April  8, 1980,  as  MC 
116763  Sub  60F  and  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  CARL 
SUBLER  TRUCKING.  INC.,  North  West 
Street,  Versailles,  OH  45380. 
Representative:  Gary  J.  Jira  (same 
address  as  applicant).  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  show  the  correct 
Sub  No.  assign  to  this  application  which 
is  Sub  609F  in  lieu  of  Sub  60F  which  was 


previously  published  in  error.  The  rest  of 
this  application  remains  the  same  as 
previously  published. 

MC  123872  (Sub-lllF),  (correction), 
filed  August  27, 1979,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  March  5, 1980, 
and  republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  W  &  L  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  3467,  Hickory,  NC  28601. 
Representative:  Theodore  Polydoroff, 
Suite  301, 1307  Dolley  Madison  Blvd., 
McLean,  VA  22101.  Transporting  new 
furniture  and  furiture  parts  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Alamance,  Chatham,  Cherokee,  Davie, 
Davidson,  Edgecombe,  Forsyth, 

Guilford,  Mitchell,  Orange,  Randolph, 
Rowan,  Sampson,  Surry,  and  Wayne 
Counties,  NC,  to  points  in  CA,  CO,  IL, 
lA.  KS,  MN,  NE.  NM.  OK,  TX  and  WI. 
(Hearing  site:  Greensboro,  NC.)  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
correct  the  territorial  origin  description 
by  adding  Guilford,  NC. 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  138732  (Sub-31F),  filed  July  27, 

1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  February  12, 1980,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  OSTERKAMP  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  764  North  Cypress  Street,  P.O.  Box 
5546,  Orange,  CA  92667.  Representative: 
Steven  K.  Kuhhnann,  717 17th  St.,  Suite 
2600,  Denver,  CO  80202.  Transporting 

*  *  *  [7]  metal  and  metal  articles, 

*  *  *,  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  show  the  correct  spelling  of  the 
'Commodity  description  in  part  (7).  The 
rest  of  the  application  remains  the  same 
as  previously  published. 

MC  144713  (Sub-9F),  filed  September 

13, 1979,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  March  11, 1980.  and 
republished,  as  corrected,  this  issue. 
Applicant:  HAULMARK  TRANSFER. 
INC.,  1100  North  Macon  St.,  Baltimore, 
MD  21205.  Representative:  Glenn  M. 
Heagerty  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Contract  carrier  transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  of  foodstuffs  (except  in 
bulk),  between  points  in  the  U.S.  (except 
AK  and  HI),  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.,  of 
West  Bloomfield,  Ml.  (Hearing  site: 
Washington,  DC.)  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  add  the  supporting 
shipper  (Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.,  of  West 
Bloomfield,  MI). 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  148293  (Sub-lF).  filed  October  18. 
1979,  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  April  8, 1980,  as  MC 
148293F  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  S  &  K  MOTOR 
TRANS.,  INC.  34  Murdock  Street, 
Somerville,  MA  02145.  Representative: 
James  F.  Martin,  Jr.,  8  W.  Morse  Road, 
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Bellingham,  MA  02019.  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  correctly  identify 
this  application  by  its  correct  Docket 
MC  Number  which  is  MC 148293  Sub  IF 
in  lieu  of  MC  148293F  published  in  error. 
The  authority  remains  the  same  as 
previously  published. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Ooc.  80-13784  Filed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Ex  Parte  No.  311] 

Expedited  Procedures  for  Recovery  of 
Fuel  Costs 

Decided:  April  29, 1980. 

In  our  decision  of  April  8, 15,  and  22, 
1980,  a  13.5-percent  surcharge  was 
authorized  on  all  owner-operator  trafhc, 
and  on  all  truckload  traffic  whether  or 
not  owner-operators  were  employed. 

We  ordered  that  all  owner-operators 
were  to  receive  compensation  at  this 
level. 

The  weekly  figures  set  forth  in  the 
appendix  for  transportation  performed 
by  owner-operators  and  for  truckload 
traffic  is  13.4  percent.  Accordingly,  we 
are  authorizing  that  the  13.5-percent 
surcharge  for  this  traffic  remain  in 
effect.  All  owner-operators  are  to 
receive  compensation  at  the  13.5-percent 
level.  No  change  will  be  made  in  the 
existing  authorization  of  a  2.3-percent 
surcharge  on  less-than-truckload  (LTL) 
traffic  performed  by  carriers  not 
utilizing  owner-operators,  the  5.0- 
percent  surcharge  for  the  bus  carriers, 
nor  the  1.3-percent  surcharge  for  United 
Parcel  Service. 

Notice  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  mailing  a  copy  of  this  decision 
to- the  Governor  of  each  State  and  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commissions  or  Boards 
of  each  State  having  jurisdiction  over 
transportation,  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  for  public  inspection  and  by 
delivering  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register  for  publication 
therein. 

It  is  ordered:  This  decision  shall 
become  effective  Friday  12:01  a.m..  May 
2, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Gaskins, 

Vice  Chairman  Gresham,  Commissioners 
Stafford,  Clapp,  Trantum,  Alexis  and  Gilliam. 
Commissioner  Stafford  dissenting  in  part 
with  a  separate  expression.  Commissioner 
Gilliam  not  participating. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Commissioner  Stafford  (Dissenting  in  part): 

I  would  limit  the  owner-opera  tor/ truckload 
surcharge  to  13  percent. 


Appendix.— Fuel  Surcharge 
Base  Date  and  Price  Per  Gallon  Onduding  Taxi 
January  1, 1979 .  63.54 

Date  of  current  price  measurement  and  price  per  gallon 
tinduding  tax) 

April  28.  1980 .  113.94 


(1)  (2)  (3)  (4) 

From  other*  Bus  UPS 

transportation  carrier 

performed  by 
owner- 
operator* 


Average  percent;  Fuel 
expenses  (including 


taxes)  of  total 

revenue . 16.9  2.9  6.3  3.3 

Percent  surcharge 

developed .  13.4  2.3  5.0  *2.1 

Percent  surcharge 

allowed .  13.5  2.3  5.0  M.3 


'  Apply  to  all  truckload  rated  traffic. 

*  Irrduding  less-than-truckload  traffic. 

*  The  percentage  surcharge  developed  for  UPS  is  calculat¬ 
ed  by  applying  81  percent  of  the  percentage  increase  in  the 
current  price  per  gallon  over  the  base  price  per  gallon  to  the 
UPS  average  percent  of  fuel  expense  to  revenue  figure  as  of 
January  1, 1979  (3.3  percent). 

*  The  develop^  surcharge  figure  is  reduced  0.8  percent  to 
reflect  fuel-related  increases  already  included  in  UPS  rates. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14037  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 


Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-9285  appearing  at  page 
20175  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  March 
27, 1980,  make  the  following  corrections: 

(1)  On  page  20213,  first  column, 
second  paragraph,  MC  2392  (Sub-134F], 
application  of  Wheeler  Transport 
Service,  Inc.,  tenth  line,  *‘LA”  should  be 
corrected  to  read  “lA”. 

(2)  On  page  20214,  second  column, 
first  complete  paragraph,  MC  71593 
(Sub-54Fj,  application  of  Forwarders 
Transport,  Inc.,  17th  line,  “CA”  should 
be  corrected  to  read  “GA”. 

(3)  On  page  20215,  Third  column, 
fourth  paragraph,  “MC  114552  (Sub- 
245F)”  should  be  corrected  to  read  "MC 
114552  (Sub-243F)”. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


Motor  Carrier  Finance  Appiications; 
Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications  seek 
approval  to  consolidate,  purchase, 
merge,  lease  operating  rights  and 
properities,  or  acquire  control  of  motor 
carriers  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or 
11344.  Also,  applications  directly  related 
to  these  motor  finance  applications 
(such  as  conversions,  gateway 
eliminations,  and  securities  issuances] 
may  be  involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Conunission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  §  1100.240). 


These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding. 
Opposition  under  these  rules  should 
comply  with  Rule  240(c]  of  the  Rules  of 
Practice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  and  specify  with  particularity  the 
facts,  matters  and  things  relied  upon, 
but  shall  not  include  issues  or 
allegations  phrased  generally. 
Opposition  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original  and 
one  copy  of  any  protest  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall 
also  be  served  upon  applicant’s 
representative  or  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  the 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
Rule  240(c)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 
shall  include  the  certification  required. 

Section  240(e)  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its 
application  shall  promptly  request  its 
dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice  or  order  which  will 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 
Broadening  amendments  will  not  be 
accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication  except  for  good  cause 
shown. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  transaction 
proposed.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  with 
Commission  policy. 

We //nc/ with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jiirisdictional  problems,  imresolved 
fitness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  imlawful  control,  or  improper 
diAdsions  of  operating  rights)  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 


s 

I 
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are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  expressly  reserved,  to  impose 
such  conditions  as  it  finds  necessary  to 
insure  that  applicant’s  operations  shall 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C 
10930. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
any  application  directly  related  thereto 
filed  on  or  before  June  9, 1980  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed], 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with 
impediments]  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness  of 
this  decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that 
the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant's  existing 
authority,  the  duplication  shall  not  be 
construed  as  conferring  more  than  a 
single  operating  right 

Applicant(s]  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-compl3dng 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

MC-F-14289F.  filed  January  11, 1980. 
CASE  HEAVY  HAULING,  INC.  (Case] 
(P.O.  Box  267,  Warren,  OH  44482]: 
Purchase— BELLEVUE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY  (Bellevue]  (P.O.  Box  146, 
Warren,  OH  44482],  Purchase 
(Portion]— SUN  EXPRESS,  INC.  (Sun] 
(P.O.  Box  1031,  Warren,  OH  44482],  and 
Purchase  (Portion] — OHIO  FAST 
FREIGHT,  INC.  (Ohio]  (1544  North  Main 
Street  P.O.  Box  808,  Niles,  OH  44482]. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Berry,  275  East 
State  Street  Columbus,  OH  43215.  Case 
seeks  authority  to  pruchase  the 
interstate  operating  rights  and  property 
of  Bellevue  and  to  purchase  a  portion  of 
the  interstate  operating  rights  of  Sun 
and  Ohio.  Ohio  Fast  Freight  Inc.,  and,  in 
turn,  the  Edward  Corporation,  and,  in 
turn,  Orin  S,  Neiman,  seek  authority  to 
acquire  control  of  said  rights  through  the 
transaction.  Case.  Bellevue.  Sun,  and 
Ohio  are  all  affiliated  carriers.  Orin  S. 
Neiman  controls  Sun  through  sole  stock 
ownership.  Orin  S.  Neiman  is  also  the 
sole  stockholder  of  The  Edward 
Corporation,  which  is  the  sole 
stockholder  of  Ohio.  Ohio,  in  turn,  is  the 
sole  stockholder  of  both  Case  and 
Bellevue.  Case  is  purchasing  the 
interstate  operating  rights  contained  in 
Bellevue’s  certificates  which  authorize 


the  transportation,  as  a  motor  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  as  follows: 

MC 134287  (1]  Machines  and  (2] 
commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment  (except 
boats],  (a]  between  points  in  NJ,  NY, 
and  PA,  within  200  miles  of  Newark,  NJ, 
restricted  against  the  handling  of  traffic 
moving  to  or  from  the  plantsite  of  the 
Elliott  Company,  Division  of  Carrier 
Corporation  at  Jeannette,  PA.,  (b] 
between  Newark,  NJ,  and  points  in  CT, 
RI,  MA,  DE,  and  MD.  within  200  miles  of 
Newark,  NJ;  and 

MC  134287  (Sub-lJ.  (1]  (a]  Machines, 
and  (b]  commodities  the  transportation 
of  which,  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment 
(except  boats],  between  points  in  NJ, 

NY,  and  PA.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  RI,  MA,  Dl^  and 
MD.  (2]  Aluminum  ingots,  slabs,  and 
billets,  firom  the  facilities  of  Eastalco 
Aluminum  Company,  at  or  near 
Buckeyestown,  MD,  to  points  in  PA,  NY, 
and  NJ.  (3]  Steel,  from  Philadelphia,  PA. 
and  New  York,  NY,  to  points  in  CT,  MA, 
and  RI.  (4]  (a]  copper,  from  Carteret,  NJ, 
and  Queens,  NY,  to  points  in  CT,  MA, 
and  RI;  (b]  lead  and  zinc,  from 
Wilmington,  DE,  and  Philadelphia,  PA, 
to  points  in  CT  and  PA.  Restrictions  as 
to  part  (1):  1.  Service  is  restricted  to 
points  within  200  miles  of  Newark,  NJ.  2. 
Service  is  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  moving  to  or 
from  the  plantsite  of  the  Elliott 
Company,  Division  of  Carrier 
Corporation,  at  Jeannette,  PA.  3.  Service 
is  restricted  against  the  transportation 
of  the  traffic  (a]  between  Baltimore,  MD, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Randolph,  NJ,  and  Coatesville,  PA;  and 
(b]  between  CoatesAdlle,  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Glasgow  and 
Middletown,  DE.  4.  Service  is  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic 
between  points  in  NY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  MA,  and 
RI.  Restrictions  as  to  parts  (2)  through 
(4):  The  grants  of  authority  in  Parts  (2], 
(3],  and  (4]  are  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  commodities  requiring 
the  use  of  special  equipment.  Case  is 
purchasing  a  portion  of  the  interstate 
operating  rights  contained  in  Sun’s 
certificates  which  authorize  the 
transportation,  as  a  motor  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  as  follows: 

MC  119531  (Sub-7]  (Portion]. 
Machinery,  between  Cleveland,  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  IL,  IN,  and  those  points  in  NY  north 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NY- 
VT  state  boundary,  then  extending  west 
on  NY  Hwy  8  to  its  intersection  with  NY 
Hwy  28,  then  north  on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its 


intersection  with  NY  Hwy  12,  then  south 
on  NY  Hwy  12  to  Utica,  NY,  then  west 
on  Interstate  Hwy  90  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  21,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy 
21  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  417, 
then  west  on  NY  Hwy  417,  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  19,  then  south 
on  NY  Hwy  19  to  the  NY-PA  state 
boundary; 

MC  119531  (Portion].  Concrete  pipe 
and  fittings,  plain  or  reinforced, 
reinforced  wire  mesh  used  in  the 
fabrication  of  reinforced  concrete  pipe, 
and  machinery  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  concrete  pipe  and  fittings,  between 
Anderson  Township,  Hamilton  County, 
OH,  and  points  in  IN.  Concrete  pipe  and 
fittings  therefore,  plain  or  reinforced, 
and  machinery,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  concrete  pipe 
and  fittings  therefore,  from  points  in 
Anderson  Township,  Hamilton  County, 
OH  to  those  points  in  KY  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Hwy  60  from  Louisville,  KY  to 
Catlettsburg,  KY;  and  Machinery  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  concrete  pipes 
and  fittings  therefore,  from  those  points 
in  KY  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  60  from 
Louisville,  KY,  to  Catlettsburg,  KY,  to 
points  in  Anderson  Township,  Hamilton 
Countv,  OH. 

MC  119531  (E-245]  (Portion]. 
Machinery,  between  points  in  IN  and  IL, 
bn  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  NY  north  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NY-VT  state  boundary, 
then  extending  west  on  NY  Hwy  8  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  28,  then  north 
on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its  intersection  with 
NY  Hwy  12,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy  12  to 
Utica,  NY,  the  west  on  Interstate  Hwy 
90  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  21, 
the  south  on  NY  Hwy  21  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  417,  the  west 
on  NY  Hwy  417,  to  its  intersection  with 
NY  Hwy  19,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy  19  to 
the  NY-PA  state  boundary.  Case  is 
purchasing  a  portion  of  the  interstate 
operating  rights  contained  in  Ohio’s 
certificates,  which  authorize  the 
transportation,  as  a  motor  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes,  as  follows: 

MC  14702  (Sub-17]  (Portion],  Iron, 
steel,  manufactured  iron  and  steel 
articles,  motors,  machinery,  and 
machinery  parts,  between  Cleveland, 

OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  IL  and  IN  in  the  Chicago,  IL 
Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission. 

MC  14702  (Sub-59G]  (Portion].  Iron, 
steel,  manufactured  iron  and  steel 
articles,  motors,  machinery,  and 
machinery  parts  (except  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment],  between 
Chicago,  IL  and  those  points  in  IN  in  the 
Chicago,  IL  Commercial  Zone,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Cleveland, 
OH. 
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MC  14702  (Sub-7lF).  (1)  Plastic  pipe, 
from  points  in  Geneva  County,  AL,  to 
points  in  IN.  IL.  MI.  MO.IMJ,  NY.  OH. 
and  PA;  (2)  Accessories  for  and 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  plastic  pipe  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  points  in  IN,  IL,  MI,  MO,  NJ,  NY, 
OH.  and  PA  to  points  in  Geneva  County, 
AL. 

MC  14702  (Sub-74F).  Plastic  pipe  and 
plastic  pipe  fittings,  from  the  facilities  of 
Continental  Industries,  at  Tulsa,  OK,  to 
points  in  IN.  IL.  MO.  OH.  MI.  KY.  PA. 
NY.  NJ.  MD.  VA.  WV,  and  WI. 

MC  14702  (Sub-75F).  Iron  and  steel 
articles  (except  scrap  materials),  from 
the  facilities  of  Georgetown  Steel 
Corporation  at  or  near  Georgetown,  SC, 
to  points  in  PA,  NY,  NJ,  OH.  IN,  IL,  MD, 
MI.  VA.  WV,  and  WI. 

MG  14702  (Sub-77F).  Asphalt  roofing, 
roofing  materials,  composition  shingles, 
rolled  roofings,  and  accessories  for 
asphalt  rooting,  rooting  materials, 
composition  shingles,  and  rolled 
roofings,  and  roofing  paper,  and  roofing 
compounds  (except  liquid  commodities, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  from  the 
facilities  of  Elk  Corporation  of  Alabama, 
at  Tuscaloosa,  AL,  to  points  in  AR,  FL. 
GA.  KY,  MS,  TN.  OH,  PA,  IN.  and  MO. 

MC  14702  (Sub-80F).  Iron  and  steel 
articles,  from  the  fadlities  of  Nucor 
Steel  at  or  near  Jewett,  TX,  to  points  in 
AL,  FL.  GA,  IL,  IN.  KY.  MO,  OH.  and 
TN.  Transferee  operates  in  interstate 
commerce  imder  certiticates  MC-145242, 
and  under  authority  awarded  in  MC-F- 
12944;  Transferee  provides  non-radial 
service  between  points  in  WV,  VA,  OH. 
KY,  and  PA  west  of  U.S.  Highway  15 
and  nonradial  authority  between 
specified  points  in  WV,  KY,  MO,  LA, 

MD,  NH,  VT,  MS,  SC.  WI.  MT.  MI,  NY, 
AZ.  CA.  CO.  NM,  NV.  MN.  OR.  WY, 

GA,  AL.  FL,  LA,  TX,  MS.  CT.  MA.  RI.  NJ, 
ID.  KS,  NE.  NC.  OK,  UT,  WV.  and  WY. 

Notes. — (1)  Application  for  temporary 
authority  has  been  filed.  (2)  A  directly  related 
gateway  application  has  been  tiled  in  MC- 
145242  (Sub-14F],  published  in  this  same 
Federal  Register  issue.  (3)  Except  as  noted  in 
the  following  condition,  the  duplications 
which  exist  between  the  authority  being  sold 
and  being  retained  by  Ohio  Fast  Freight  Inc., 
and  Sun  Express,  Inc.,  are  de  minimus. 

Conditions:  (1)  Approval  and 
authorization  of  the  proposed 
transaction  is  conditioned  upon  the 
modification  of  Sun’s  and  Ohio’s 
certificates  to  eliminate  duplications  as 
follows: 

MC  14702  (Sub-17)  Sheet  No,  2.  Iron, 
steel,  manufactured  iron  and  steel 
articles,  motors,  machinery,  and 
machine  parts,  between  points  in 
Cuyahoga,  Summit,  Stark,  ’Tuscarawas, 
Portage,  Mahoning,  and  Trumbull 


Counties,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Buffalo  and  Rochester,  New 
York,  all  points  in  Indiana,  points  in 
Illinois,  in  the  Chicago,  Illinois 
Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  points  in  Erie.  Crawford, 
Mercer,  Venango,  Lawrence,  Beaver, 
Washington,  Allegheny,  Butler,  and 
Green  Counties.  Pennsylvania,  those  in 
Hancock,  Brook.  Ohio,  and  Marshall 
Coimties,  West  Virginia,  and  those  in 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  Michigan 
Highway  46.  Restricted:  Against 
transportation  of  traffic  between  points 
in  Illinois  and  Indiana  in  the  Chicago, 
Illinois  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  from  the 
site  of  the  plant  of  The  Timken  Roller 
Bearing  Company,  approximately  three- 
fourths  of  a  mile  south  of  Wooster,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Indiana,  points  in  Illinois  in 
the  Chicago,  Illinois  Commercial  Zone 
as  detined  by  the  Commission,  points  in 
Erie,  Crawford,  Mercer,  Venango. 
Lawrence,  Beaver,  Washington, 
Allegheny,  Butler,  Green,  Warren, 

Forest,  Clarion,  Armstrong, 
Westmoreland,  and  Fayette  Counties. 
Pennsylvania,  those  in  Hancock,  Brook. 
Ohio,  and  Marshall  Counties,  West 
Virginia,  and  those  in  Michigan  on  and 
south  of  Michigan  Highway  46. 

MC  14702  (Sub-59G)  Sheet  No.  2.  Iron, 
steel,  manufactured  iron  and  steel 
articles,  motors,  machinery,  and 
machinery  parts  (except  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
points  in  Indiana,  points  in  that  part  of 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  Michigan 
Highway  46,  and  Chicago,  Illinois,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
West  Virginia,  points  in  Ohio  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Maumee  River  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the 
Ohio-Kentucky  state  line,  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  Virginia, 
Maryland,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  points  in  New  York  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Lake  Ontario  and 
extending  along  New  York  Highway  18 
to  Rochester,  New  York,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  15  to  Lakeville,  New  York, 
thence  along  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  Leicester,  New  York,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  36  to  Mt.  Morris, 

New  York,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  408  to  intersection  New  York 
Highway  16,  near  Hinsdale,  New  York, 
thence  along  New  York  Highway  16  to 
Olean,  New  York,  and  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  16-A  to  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  state  boundary  line. 
Restricted:  Against  transportation  of 
traffic  between  points  in  Illinois  and 
Indiana  in  the  Chicago,  Illinois 
Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 


the  other,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Iron  and 
steel,  andiron  and  steel  articles,  from 
points  in  Indiana,  points  in  that  part  of 
Michigan  on  and  south  of  Michigan 
Highway  46,  and  Chicago,  Illinois,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  New  York  on  and 
west  of  New  York  Highway  14,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

MC  14702  (Sub-73F).  This  entire 
certificate  should  be  restricted  as 
follows:  Restricted  against 
transportation  of  traffic  between  points 
in  Illinois  and  Indiana  in  the  Chicago, 
Illinois  Commercial  Zone  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Sub-73F  is 
Gateway  Authority  acquired  as  a  result 
of  the  purchase  of  authorities  of 
Strickland  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.  by 
Ohio  Fast  Freight,  Inc.  approved  in  MC- 
F-13570  (service  dated  December  26, 
1979).  It  should  be  noted  that  Ohio  Fast 
Freight,  Inc.  will  also  retain  a  regular 
route  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
general  commodities  (with  usual 
exceptions)  between  Chicago,  Illinois, 
and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  This  regular  route 
was  also  obtained  in  the  proceeding 
Docket  Numbered  MC-F-13570  (service 
dated  December  26, 1979),  and 

MC-119531  (Sub-E-245)  as  follows: 
Restricted  against  transportation  of 
traffic  between  points  in  Illinois,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Cleveland, 
Ohio.  Condition  (2)  'The  Edwards 
Corporation  shall  continue  to  be  deemed 
a  carrier  within  the  meaning  of  49  U.S.C. 
11348,  as  previously  subjected  in  MC-F- 
13570.  (Hearing  site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

MC-F-14328F,  tiled  February  28, 1980. 
WILSON  TRUCKING  CORPORATION 
(Wilson)  (P.O.  Drawer  2,  Fishersville, 

VA  22939)— Purchase— WILLIAM  H. 
SHELOR,  an  individual,  d.b.a.  FLOYD- 
ROANOKE  FREIGHT  LINE  (Floyd)  (Box 
101,  Floyd,  VA  24901).  Representative: 
John  T.  Downing,  Suite  502,  Solar 
Building,  1000 16th  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Wilson  seeks  to 
purchase  the  operating  rights  of  Floyd. 
Charles  W.  Wilson,  who  controls  44.9% 
of  the  capital  stock,  and  is  president  of 
Wilson,  seeks  to  acquire  control  through 
this  transaction.  The  interstate  operating 
rights  to  be  acquired  by  Wilson  are 
contained  in  Floyd’s  certificate  of 
registration,  MC-97060  (Sub-No.  2), 
which  authorizes  the  transportation  of 
freight,  (a)  between  Floyd  and  Stuart, 

VA,  over  VA  Hwy  8,  as  an  extension  of 
service  now  operated  between  Roanoke 
and  Floyd  over  State  Route  No.  221,  and 
(b)  between  Roanoke  and  Floyd  Court 
House,  VA,  over  U.S.  Hwy  No.  22. 

Wilson  holds  authority  as  a  motor 
common  carrier  pursuant  to  Certificate 
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MC-64600  and  sub-numbers  thereunder. 
(Hearing  site:  Washington.  DC.) 

Notes. — (1)  A  directly  related  conversion 
application  has  been  hied  in  MC-64600  (Sub- 
57F),  published  in  this  same  Federal  Register 
issue.  (2)  An  application  for  temporary 
authority  has  been  filed. 

MC-F-14333F,  filed  March  6, 1980. 

N.Y.  &  N.J.  FREIGHTWAYS.  INC.  (NY  & 
NJ)  (47-10  Grand  Avenue,  Maspeth,  NY 
11378) — Control  &  Merger — ARGUTE 
MESSENGERS  OF  PENNSYLVANIA, 
INC.  (Route)  (2425  Bainbridge  Street, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19146).  Representative: 
Bruce ).  Robbins,  118-21  Queens  Blvd., 
Forest  Hills,  NY  11375.  NY  &  NJ  seeks 
authority  to  acquire  control  of  Route  and 
for  merger  of  Route’s  interstate 
operating  rights  and  property  into  NY  & 
NJ  for  ownership,  management,  and 
operation.  Emanuel  Zap  and  Raymond 
Taibi,  equal  stockholders  of  NY  &  NJ, 
seek  authority  to  acquire  control  of  said 
rights  and  property  through  the 
transaction.  Herschel  Frankel,  the  sole 
shareholder  of  Route  and  the  subsidiary 
or  affiliated  companies.  F.M.M. 
Consolidated  Corp.  and  Quick- 
Metropolitan  Messengers.  Inc.,  will 
surrender  his  stockholdings  in  said 
companies  to  NY  &  NJ  in  exchange  for 
30%  of  the  outstanding  shares  of  NY  & 

NJ  common  stock.  NY  &  NJ  will  also 
issue  preferred  stock  to  the  existing 
shareholders  of  that  company.  F.M.M. 
Consolidated  Corp.  and  Quick- 
Metropolitan  Messengers,  Inc.,  hold  no 
operating  authority  from  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  The  operating 
rights  to  be  acquired  by  NY  &  NJ  are 
contained  in  Route’s  certificates  issued 
in  MC-129624  and  sub-numbers 
thereunder,  which  authorize  the 
transportation,  as  a  motor  common 
carrier,  over  irregular  routes  as  follows: 
(1)  optical  and  dental  materials, 
supplies  and  products,  in  packages  not 
to  exceed  25  pounds  in  weight,  between 
Philadelphia,  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Atlantic, 
Burlington,  Camden,  Gloucester.  Mercer, 
and  Ocean  Counties,  NJ,  and  New 
Castle  County  DE,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  packages  or  articles 
weighing  in  the  aggregate  more  than  200 
pounds  from  one  consignor  to  one 
consignee  on  any  one  day;  (2)  audit  and 
accounting  media,  and  business  papers, 
reports,  and  records,  between  the 
facilities  of  Automatic  Data  Processing 
of  Pennsylvania,  Inc.,  and  Eastern  Data 
Processing  Company,  at  Philadelphia, 

PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Mercer,  Gloucester,  and 
Burlington  Counties,  NJ,  restricted  that 
no  service  shall  be  rendered  in  the 
transportation  of  any  package  or  article 
weighing  more  than  25  pounds;  (3)  copy 
machine  parts  and  supplies,  from 


Pennsauken,  NJ,  to  points  in  New  Castle 
and  Kent  Counties,  DE,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  any  one 
package  or  article  weighing  more  than 
100  pounds;  (4)  drugs  and  health  care 
products,  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
fit>m  the  facilities  of  E.  R.  Squibb,  Inc.,  at 
Somerset.  NJ,  to  points  in  Bucks, 

Chester.  Delaware,  Montgomery,  and 
Philadelphia  Counties.  PA,  and  points  in 
New  Castle  County,  DE;  (5)  household 
and  industrial  cleaning  products,  toilet 
preparations,  insect  control  products, 
air  fresheners,  braams,  and  brushes, 
and  maps,  fi'om  Philadelphia,  PA.  to 
points  in  Adams,  Carbon,  Columbia, 
Cumberland,  Dauphin,  Franklin, 
Lebanon,  Lycoming,  Lancaster,  Monroe, 
Northumberland,  Luzerne,  Montour. 
Schuylkill,  and  York  Counties,  PA;  (6) 
exposed  and  processed  film,  and 
photographic  and  reproduction 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies,  (a) 
between  Philadelphia,  PA,  and  points  in 
Atlanta  Coimty,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  oth^r.  points  in  Atlantic. 

Cape  May,  Cumberland,  Salem. 

Camden,  and  Gloucester  Gmmties,  NJ, 
and  (b)  betwen  points  in  Berks,  Bucks, 
Chester,  Dauphin,  Delaware,  Lancaster, 
Lebanon,  Lehigh,  Montgomery. 
Northampton,  and  Philadelphia 
Counties,  PA,  restricted  in  (a)  and  (b) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Eastman  Kodak  Company  and  Kodak 
Processing  Laboratory,  Inc;  (7) 
household  and  industrial  cleaning 
products,  toilet  preparations,  insect 
control  products,  air  fresheners,  brooms, 
brushes,  and  mops,  (a)  fi'om 
Philadelphia,  PA,  to  those  points  outside 
the  Philadelphia,  PA,  commercial  zone 
in  Bucks,  Chester,  and  Montgomery 
Counties,  PA,  and  New  Castle  County, 
DE,  and  (b)  from  Philadelphia,  PA,  to 
points  in  Berks,  Lehigh  and 
Northampton  Counties,  PA;  and  (8) 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment),  between  Philadelphia,  PA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NJ  within  10  miles  of 
Philadelphia,  PA.  NY  &  NJ  holds  motor 
common  carrier  authority  pursuant  to 
certificates  in  MC-105369  and  sub¬ 
numbers  thereunder,  which  authorize 
the  transportation  of  general  and 
specified  commodities  in  the  States  of 
NJ  and  NY.  (Hearing  site:  New  York, 

NY,  or  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

Note.— A  directly  related  gateway 
application  has  been  filed  in  MC-105369 
(Sub-13F).  published  in  this  same  Federal 
Register  issue. 


Decision-Notice 

The  following  operating  rights 
applications,  filed  on  or  after  March  1, 
1979,  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926, 11343  or  11344.  The 
applications  are  governed  by  Special 
Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247). 
These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  a  petition  to  intervene  either  with  or 
without  leave  must  be  filed  with  the 
Conunission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  with  a  copy  being  furnished  the 
applicant.  Protests  to  these  applications 
will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  vvithout 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  it  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  service  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or,  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  fi'om  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  ^e  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner’s  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  FR  50908,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  60277.  Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  where 
not  inconsistent  with  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  conflicting  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  applicant’s 
representative,  and  oral  hearing 
requests. 

Section  247(f)  provides  that  an 
applicant  which  does  not  intent  timely 
to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
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application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission's  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
is  either  (a)  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  or,  (b)  will 
be  consistent  with  the  public  interest 
and  the  transportation  policy  of  49 
U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicant  iS  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
service  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  IV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission's  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975, 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  expressly  reserved,  to  impose 
such  conditions  as  it  finds  necessary  to 
insure  that  applicant’s  operations  shall 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  49  U.S.C. 
10930. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
the  following  operating  rights 
applications  directly  related  thereto 
filed  within  30  days  of  publication  of 
this  decision-notice  for,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notification  of  effectiveness  of 
this  decision-notice. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  by 


effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

MC 145242  (Sub-14F),  filed  January  11, 
1980.  Applicant;  CASE  HEAVY 
HAULING,  INC. — Gateway  Elimination, 
P.0,  Box  267,  Warren,  OH  44482. 
Representative:  Paul  F.  Berry,  275  East 
State  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Machinery,  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  requires  use  of 
special  equipment,  and  commodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  (except 
boats),  (A)  Between  those  points  in  NJ, 
NY  and  PA,  on,  east  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NY-VT  state  line,  then 
extending  west  on  NY  Hwy  8  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  28,  then  north 
on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its  intersection  with 
NY  Hwy  12,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy  12  to 
Utica,  NY,  then  west  on  Interstate  Route 
90  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  21, 
then  south  on  NY  Hwy  21  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  417,  then 
west  on  NY  Hwy  417,  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  19,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy 
19  to  the  NY-PA  State  line,  then  south  on 
PA  Hwy  449,  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Hwy  6,  then  east  on  U.S.  Hwy  6  to 
Galeton,  PA,  then  south  on  PA  Hwy  144 
to  Lewistown,  PA,  then  south  on  U.S. 
Hwy  522  to  the  PA-MD  State  boundary, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  WV,  VA,  OH,  KY,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  PA  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  15. 
(Elimination  of  PA  Gateway.)  (B) 
Between  points  in  CT,  RI,  those  points  in 
MA  on,  south  and  west  of  MA  Hwy  133, 
DE,  and  those  points  in  MD  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Hwy  522,  oh  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  WV,  VA,  OH,  KY, 
and  those  points  in  PA  west  of  U.S.  Hwy 
15.  (Elimination  of  Newark,  NJ  and  PA 
Gateways.)  (2)  Mine  and  pit  cars,  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment,  (A)  From  those  points  in  NJ, 
NY  and  PA,  on,  east  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NY-VT  State  boundary, 
then  extending  west  on  NY  Hwy  8  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  28,  then  north 
on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its  intersection  with 
NY  Hwy  12,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy  12  to 
Utica,  NY,  then  west  on  Interstate  90  to 
its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  21,  then 
south  on  NY  Hwy  21  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  417,  then  west  on  NY  Hwy 
417  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  19, 
then  south  on  NY  Hwy  19  to  its 
intersection  with  NY-PA  State  boundary 
then  south  on  PA  Hwy  449  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  east 
on  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Galeton,  PA,  then 
south  on  PA  Hwy  144  to  Lewistown,  PA, 
then  south  on  U.S.  Hwy  522  to  the  PA- 


MD  State  boundary,  to  those  points  in 
AL  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  AL-GA  State  Ime  and  extending 
west  along  U.S.  Hwy  278  through 
Gadsden,  Cullman  and  Hamilton,  AL  to 
the  AL-MS  State  line.  (Elimination  of  PA 
Gateway.)  (B)  From  points  in  CT,  RI, 
those  points  in  MA  on,  south  and  west 
of  MA  Hwy  133,  DE,  and  those  points  in 
MD  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  522  to 
those  points  in  AL  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  AL-GA  state  line  and 
extending  west  along  U.S.  Hwy  278 
through  Gadsden,  Cullman  and 
Hamilton,  AL  to  Ae  AL-MS  State  line. 
(Elimination  of  Newark,  NJ  and  PA 
Gateways.)  (3)  Iron  and  steel  articles  as 
described  in  Appendix  V,  to  the  report 
in  Description  of  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment.  (A)  From  those 
points  in  NJ,  NY  and  PA,  on,  east  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NY-VT 
State  boundary,  then  extending  west  on 
NY  Hwy  8  to  its  intersection  with  NY 
Hwy  28,  then  north  on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  12,  then  south 
on  NY  Hwy  12  to  Utica,  NY,  then  west 
on  Interstate  Route  90  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  21,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy 
21  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  417, 
then  west  on  NY  Hwy  417,  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  19,  then  south 
on  NY  Hwy  19  to  the  NY-PA  State  line, 
then  south  on  PA  Hwy  449,  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  east 
on  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Galeton,  PA,  then 
south  on  PA  Hwy  144  to  Lewistown,  PA. 
then  south  on  U.S.  Hwy  522  to  the  PA- 
\Q)  State  boundary,  to  points  in  KS,  SD, 
AZ,  CA.  CO.  MT,  NV,  NM,  OR.  and  WY, 
and  those  points  in  MN  on,  north  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lA-MN 
State  line  and  extending  north  along  MN 
Hwy  15  to  St.  Cloud,  MN,  then  eastward 
along  MN  Hwy  23  to  junction  State  Hwy 
48.  then  along  State  Hwy  48  to  the  MN- 
WS  State  line.  (Elimination  of  PA 
Gateway.)  (B)  From  points  in  CT,  RI,  and 
those  points  in  MA  on,  west  and  south 
of  MA  Hwy  133,  DE,  and  those  points  in 
MD  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  522,  to 
points  in  KS.  SD,  AZ,  CA.  CO,  MT,  NV. 
NM,  OR,  and  WY,  and  those  points  in 
MN  on,  north  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  lA-MN  State  line  and 
extending  north  along  MN  Hwy  15  to  St. 
Cloud,  MN,  thence  east  along  MN  Hwy 
along  State  H^  48  to  the  MN-WS  State 
line.  (Elimination  of  Newark,  NJ  and  PA 
Gateways.)  (C)  From  those  points  in  NJ, 
NY  and  PA,  on,  east  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  NY-VT  State  boundary, 
then  extending  west  on  NY  Hwy  8  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  28,  then  north 
on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its  intersection  with 
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NY  Hwy  12,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy  12  to 
Utica,  NY,  then  west  on  Interstate  90  to 
its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  21,  then 
south  on  NY  Hwy  21  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  417,  then  west  on  NY  Hwy 
417  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  19, 
then  south  on  NY  Hwy  19  to  its 
intersection  with  NY-PA  State  boundary 
then  south  on  PA  Hwy  449  to  its 
intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then  east 
on  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Galeton,  PA,  then 
south  on  PA  Hwy  144  to  Lewistown,  PA, 
then  south  on  U.S.  Hwy  522  to  the  PA- 
MD  State  boundary,  to  points  in  AR, 

OK,  and  those  points  in  MO  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  AR-MO  state  line 
and  extending  north  along  U.S.  Hwy  67 
to  the  junction  MO  Hwy  8,  then  west 
along  U.S.  Hwy  8  to  junction  with  MO 
Hwy  68,  then  along  MO  Hwy  68  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  63,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  63  to  Macon,  and  then  west  along 
U.S.  Hwy  63  from  Macon  to  the  MO-IA 
state  line;  those  points  in  lA  west  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  MO-IA 
state  line  and  extending  north  along  U.S. 
Hwy  63  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then 
west  along  U.S.  Hwy  34  to  junction  U.S. 
Hwy  71,  then  north  along  U.S.  Hwy  71  to 
the  lA-MN  state  line.  (Elimination  of  PA 
Gateway.)  (D)  From  points  in  CT,  RI, 
those  points  in  MA  on,  south  and  west 
of  MA  Hwy  133,  DE  and  points  in  MD  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  522,  to  points  in 
AR,  OK,  and  those  points  in  MO  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  AR-MO  state  line 
and  extending  north  along  U.S.  Hwy  67 
to  junction  MO  Hwy  8,  then  west  along 
U.S.  Hwy  8  to  its  junction  with  MO  Hwy 
68,  then  along  MO  Hwy  68  to  its  junction 
with  U.S.  Hwy  63,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy 
63  to  Macon,  and  then  along  U.S.  Hwy 
63  from  Macon  to  the  MO-IA  state  line; 
those  points  in  LA  west  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  MO-IA  state  line 
and  extending  north  along  U.S.  Hwy  63, 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  34,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  34  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  71,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  71  north  to  the  lA-MN 
state  line.  (ELimination  of  Newark,  N) 
and  PA  Gateways.)  (4)  Machinery. 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  requires 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  (A) 

Between  points  in  IL  IN,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WV, 
VA,  OH,  KY,  and  those  points  in  PA  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  15.  (Elimination  of 
Cleveland,  OH  Gateway.)  (B)  Between 
those  points  in  NY  north  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  NY-VT  state 
boundary,  then  extending  west  on  NY 
Hwy  8  to  its  intersection  NY  Hwy  28 
then  north  on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  12,  then  south 
on  NY  Hwy  12  to  Utica,  NY,  then  west 
on  Interstate  90  to  its  intersection  with 
NY  Hwy  21,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy  21  to 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  417,  then 


west  on  NY  Hwy  417  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  19,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy 
19  to  the  NY-PA  state  boundary,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
WV,  VA,  OH,  KY,  and  those  points  in 
PA  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy  15. 
(Elimination  of  Cleveland,  OH 
Gateway.)  (C)  Between  points  in  IN,  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  NJ,  NY  and  PA,  on,  south  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  NY-VT 
state  boimdary,  then  extending  west  on 
NY  Hwy  8  to  its  intersection  with  NY 
Hwy  28  then  north  on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  12,  then  south 
on  NY  Hwy  12  to  Utica,  NY,  then  west 
of  Interstate  Hwy  90  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  21,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy 
21  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  417, 
then  west  on  NY  Hwy  417  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  19,  then  south 
on  NY  Hwy  19  to  the  NY-PA  state 
boundary,  then  south  on  PA  Hwy  449,  to 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy  6,  then 
east  on  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Galeton,  PA,  then 
south  on  PA  Hwy  144  to  Lewistown,  PA, 
then  south  on  U.S.  Hwy  522  to  the  PA- 
MO  state  boundary.  (Elimination  of 
Cleveland,  OH,  and  PA  Gateways.)  (D) 
Between  points  in  IN  and  IL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CT,  RI, 
those  points  in  MA  on,  south  and  west 
of  MA  Hwy  133,  DE,  and  those  points  in 
MD  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Hwy  522. 
(Elimination  of  Cleveland,  OH;  PA,  and 
Newark,  NJ  Gateways.)  (5)  Iron,  steel, 
manufactured  iron  and  steel  articles, 
motors,  machinery,  and  machinery 
parts,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment. 
Between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  WV,  VA, 

OH,  KY  and  those  points  in  PA  west  of 
U.S.  Hwy  15.  (Elimination  of  Cleveland, 
OH  Gateway.)  (6)  Expansion  bolts, 
expansion  bolt  shields,  anchors,  and 
plates,  incidental  to,  and  used  in 
connection  with  mining  operations. 

From  Chicago,  IL,  to  those  points  in  WV, 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hwy  60  extending 
through  Himtington,  Charleston,  and 
White  Sulphur  Springs,  WV;  points  in 
Buchanan,  Dickenson,  Lee  and  Wise 
Counties,  VA,  and  those  points  in  KY  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  KY- 
TN  state  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Hwy  25  W  to  Cochen,  KY,  then  along 
U.S.  Hwy  25  through  Lexington,  KY  to 
its  intersection  with  the  Boone-Kenton 
County  line,  then  north  along  the  Boone- 
Kenton  County  line  to  the  KY-OH  state 
line.  Restriction:  The  operations  herein 
are  restricted  to  movements  to  mine 
sites.  (Elimination  of  Cleveland,  OH 
Gateway.)  (7)  Mine  and  pit  cars,  from 
Chicago,  IL,  to  those  points  in  AL  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  AL-GA 
state  line  and  extending  west  along  U.S. 


Hwy  278  through  Gadsden,  Cullman, 
and  Hamilton,  AL  to  the  AL-MS  state 
line.  (Elimination  of  Cleveland,  OH 
Gateways.)  (8)  Iron,  steel,  manufactured 
iron  and  steel  articles,  motors, 
machinery,  and  parts,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment  (except  boats).  (A)  Between 
Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  NJ,  NY,  and  PA, 
on,  south  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  NY-VT  state  boundary  then 
extending  west  on  NY  Hwy  8  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  28  then  north 
on  NY  Hwy  28  to  its  intersection  with 
NY  Hwy  12,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy  12  to 
Utica,  NY,  then  west  on  Interstate  Hwy 
90  to  its  intersection  with  NY  Hwy  21, 
then  south  on  NY  Hwy  21  to  its 
intersection  with  NY  Hwy  417,  then 
west  on  NY  Hwy  417  to  its  intersection 
with  NY  Hwy  19,  then  south  on  NY  Hwy 
19  to  the  NY-PA  state  line,  then  south  on 
PA  Hwy  449,  to  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Hwy  6,  then  east  on  U.S.  Hwy  6  to 
Galeton,  PA,  then  south  on  PA  Hwy  144 
to  Lewistown,  PA,  then  south  on  U.S. 
Hwy  522  to  the  PA-MD  state  boundary, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  WV,  VA,  OH,  KY  and  those 
points  in  PA  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hwy 
15.  (Elimination  of  Cleveland,  OH,  and 
PA  Gateways.)  (B)  Between  Chicago,  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other 
points  in  CT,  RI,  those  points  in  MA  on, 
south  and  west  of  MA  Hwy  133,  DE,  and 
those  points  in  MD  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Hwy  522.  (Elimination  of  Cleveland,  OH, 
PA,  and  Newark,  NJ  Gateways.) 
Condition:  Authorization  and  approval 
of  this  transaction  is  conditioned  upon 
the  prior  consummation  of  the 
proceeding  in  MC-F-12944.  (Hearing 
site:  Columbus,  OH.) 

Note. — ^This  proceeding  is  a  matter  directly 
related  to  a  proceeding  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C. 

§  11343  in  MC-F-14289F,  published  in  this 
same  Federal  Register  issue.  The  purpose  of 
this  application  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
stated  above  in  order  to  provide  a  through 
service. 

MC  64600  (Sub-57F),  filed  February  28, 
1980.  Applicant:  WILSON  TRUCKING 
CORPO^TION  (conversion),  P.O. 
Drawer  2,  Fishersville,  VA  22939. 
Representative:  John  T.  Downing,  Suite 
502,  Solar  Building,  1000  16th  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 

Conversion  of  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-97060  (Sub-2)  into 
a  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  authorizing  the  transportation 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  of  general 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment],  (1) 


T 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


30571 


between  Floyd  and  Stuart,  VA,  over  VA 
Hwy  8,  and  (2)  between  Roanoke  and 
Floyd,  VA,  over  U.S.  Hwy  22.  (Hearing 
site:  Washington.  DC.) 

Note. — This  proceeding  is  a  matter  directly 
related  to  a  proceeding  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C. 
11343  in  MC-F-14328,  published  in  this  same 
Federal  Register  issue. 

MC  105369  (Sub-13F),  filed  March  6. 
1980.  Applicant:  N.Y.  &  N.J. 
FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.— gateway 
elimination,  47-10  Grand  Avenue, 
Maspeth,  NY  11368.  Representative: 
Bruce  J.  Robbins,  118-21  Queens  Blvd., 
Forest  Hills,  NY  11375.  To  operated  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  dental 
supplies,  hospital  supplies,  textbooks, 
science  laboratory  apparatus  and 
supplies,  business  machines,  business 
machine  equipment  and  supplies, 
cleaning  compounds  (except  in  bulk), 
printed  matter  (except  newspapers  and 
magazines),  office  supplies  and 
equipment,  office  furniture  and 
photographic  equipment  and  supplies, 
between  New  York,  NY.  and  points  in 
Hudson  County.  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Philadelphia,  PA. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY,  or 
Philadelphia.  PA.) 

Note.— This  proceeding  is  a  matter  directly 
related  to  a  proceeding  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C. 
11343  in  MC^-14333F,  published  in  this  same 
Federal  Register  issue.  The  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Camden,  N). 

Decided:  April  30, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
5.  Members  Krock,  Taylor,  and  Williams. 
Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14163  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
DecIsion*Notice 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-6793,  appearing  on  the 
issue  of  Wednesday.  March  5. 1980  at  * 
page  14270,  make  the  following 
correction: 

On  page  14320,  in  the  paragraph  for 
MC  140193  (Sub-8F),  Applicant:  Rich 
Grant,  Inc.,  in  the  second  column,  the 
third  line  down,  “LA”  should  read  “lA”. 

BILUNG  CODE  1505-01-M 


Permanent  Authority  Decisions 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  80-8163,  in  the  issue  of 
Tuesday,  March  18, 1980,  appearing  at 
page  17211,  make  the  following 
corrections: 


(1)  On  page  17259,  in  the  third  column, 
in  the  paragraph  for  MC  145152  (Sub- 
114F),  Applicant:  Big  Three 
Transportation,  Inc.,  in  line  13,  “MN” 
should  read  “NM”. 

(2)  Also  on  page  17259,  in  the  third 
column,  in  the  paragraph  for  MC  145152 
(Sub-115F)  same  Applicant,  line  12, 
“MN”  should  read  “NM”. 

BILUNQ  CODE  1505-01-M 


[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241,  Rev.  Exemption 
No.  143,  Arndt  5] 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of 
Mandatory  Car  Service  Ruies 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Revised 
Exemption  No.  143  issued  January  24, 
1979. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  under  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19. 
Revised  Exemption  No.  143  to  the 
Mandatory  Car  Service  Rules  ordered  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  241  is  amended  to  expire 
July  31. 1980. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  April  30, 1980. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  28, 1980. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Joel  E.  Bums, 

Agent. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14165  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241, 42nd  Rev. 
Exemption  No.  12] 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of 
Mandatory  Car  Service  Rules 

It  appearing.  That  the  railroads 
named  herein  own  numerous  plain 
boxcars;  that  under  present  conditions, 
there  is  virtually  no  demand  for  these 
cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car  owners:  that 
return  of  these  cars  to  the  car  owners 
would  result  in  their  being  stored  idle  on 
these  lines;  that  such  cars  can  be  used 
by  other  carriers  for  transporting  traffic 
offered  for  shipments  to  points  remote 
from  the  car  owners;  and  that 
compliance  with  Car  Service  Rules  1 
and  2  prevents  such  use  of  plain  boxcars 
owned  by  the  railroads  listed  herein, 
resulting  in  unnecessary  loss  of 
utilization  of  such  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service 
Rule  19,  plain  boxcars  described  in  the 
Official  Railway  Equipment  Register, 

ICC  RER  6410-D,  issued  by  W.  J. 

Trezise,  or  successive  issues  thereof,  as 
having  mechanical  designation  “XM”  or 
“XMI,”  and  bearing  reporting  marks 
assigned  to  the  railroads  named  below, 
shall  be  exempt  from  provisions  of  Car 
Service  Rules  1(a),  2(a)  and  2(b). 


Atlantic  and  Western  Railway 
Reporting  Marks:  ATW 
*  Burlington  Northern  Inc. 

Reporting  Marks:  BN — CBQ — GN — NP — 
SPS 

Chicago  &  Illinois  Midland  Railway  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  CIM 
Consolidated  Rail  Corporation 
Reporting  Marks:  BCK—CNJ—CR—OLW— 
EL—ERIE—LV—NH—NYC—P&E— 
PAE— PC— PCA— PRR— RDG— TOC 
Fonda,  Johnstown  and  Gloversville  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  FJG 
Hartford  and  Slocum  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  HS 
Hillsdale  County  Railway  Company  Ina 
Reporting  Marks:  HCRC 
Lackawaxen  and  Stourbridge  Railroad 
Corporation 
Reporting  Marks:  LASB 
Maryland  and  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks;  MPA 
Pickens  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  PICK 
Effective  May  1, 1980,  and  continuing 
in  effect  until  further  order  of  this 
Commission. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  April  28, 1980. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Joel  E.  Bums, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14164  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Ex  Parte  No.  MC  43] 

Lease  and  Interchange  of  Vehicles  by 
Motor  Carriers 

Decided:  April  25, 1980. 

Contract  Distribution  System,  Inc. 
(MC  144232),  Schneider  Transport,  Inc., 
(MC  51146),  Schneider  Tank  Lines,  Inc., 
(MC  110988),  National  Refrigerated 
Transport.  Inc.,  (MC  118159),  WNl,  Inc., 
(MC  141871)  and  Trans-National  Truck, 
Inc.,  (MC  133655),  (commonly 
controlled),  have  filed  a  petition  for 
waiver  of  paragraph  (c)  of  §  1057.12  of 
the  Lease  and  Interchange  of  Vehicles 
Regulations  (49  CFR  Part  1057), 
concerning  equipment  leased  among 
them. 

Findings:  1.  Petitioners  are  commonly 
controlled,  and  have  acceptable  fitness 
records. 

2.  Greater  efficiency  and  economy 
would  result  with  the  waiver. 

It  is  ordered:  1.  The  petition  of 
Contract  Distribution  System,  Inc., 
Schneider  Transport,  Inc.,  Schneider 
Tank  Lines,  Inc.,  National  Refrigerated 
Transport,  Inc.,  WNI,  Inc.,  and  Trans- 
National  Truck,  Inc.,  for  waiver  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  Section  1057.12  is 
granted  with  respect  to  equipment 
leased  among  them. 


'Addition. 
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By  the  Commission,  Motor  Carrier  Leasing 
Board,  Board  Members  Joel  E.  Bums,  Robert 
S.  Turkington,  and  W.  F.  Sibbald,  Jr. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  80-14168  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODC  7035-01-M 


National  Motor  Freight  Traffic 
Association,  Inc.;  Released  Rates 
Application] 

agency:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice,  Released  Rates 
Application  No.  MC-1496. 

summary:  National  Motor  Freight 
Traffic  Association,  Inc.  Agent,  seeks  on 
behalf  of  common  carriers  participating 
in  National  Motor  Freight  ClassiRcation, 
ICC  NMF 100-F,  to  amend  Released 
Rates  Order  No.  MC-827  for  the  purpose 
of  extending  this  authority  to  provide  for 
the  application  of  classes  and/or 
exceptions  ratings  in  tariffs  which 
publish  exceptions  to  such 
classification,  and  specific  and/or 
general  commodity  rates,  including 
commodity  column  rates  in  tariffs  which 
publish  commodity  rates  on  animal  feed 
supplements,  that  take  precedence  over 
classification  ratings. 

ADDRESSES:  Anyone  seeking  copies  of 
this  application  should  contact:  Mr. 
William  W.  Pugh,  Counsel,  National 
Motor  Freight  Traffic  Association,  Inc., 
Agent,  1616  "P”  Street,  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20036,  Tel.  (202)  797- 
5310. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Howard  J.  Rooney,  Unit  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Traffic,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20423, 

Tel.  (202)  275-7390. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Relief  is 
sought  from  49  U.S.C.  10730,  and  11707 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  for  and 
on  behalf  of  the  carriers  named  as 
participants  in  National  Motor  Freight 
Classification,  ICC  NMF  100  F. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  80-14167  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


National  Motor  Freight  Traffic 
Association,  Inc.;  Release  Rates 
Application 

agency:  Interstate  Conunerce 
Commission. 

action:  Notice,  Released  Rates 
Application  No.  MC-1497. 

summary:  National  Motor  Freight 
Traffic  Association,  Inc.  Agent,  seeks  on 
behalf  of  common  carriers  participating 


in  National  Motor  Freight  Classification, 
ICC  NMF  100-F  seeks  to  amend 
Released  Rates  Order  No.  MC-294  for 
the  purpose  of  extending  this  authority 
to  provide  for  the  application  of  classes 
and/or  exception  ratings  in  tariffs  which 
publish  exceptions  to  such 
classification,  and  specific  and/or 
general  commodity  rates,  including 
commodity  column  rates  on  records, 
office,  old,  taking  precedence  over  said 
classification. 

ADDRESSES:  Anyone  seeking  copies  of 
this  application  should  contact:  Mr. 
William  W.  Pugh,  Counsel,  National 
Motor  Freight  Traffic  Association,  Inc., 
Agent,  1615  “P"  Street,  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20036,  Tel.  (202)  797- 
5310. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Howard  Rooney,  Unit  Supervisor, 
Informal  Rate  Cases  Branch,  Bureau  of 
Traffic,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20423, 

Tel.  (202)  275-7390. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Relief  is 
sought  fi-om  49  U.S.C.  10730,  and  11707 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  for  and 
on  behalf  of  the  carriers  named  as 
participants  in  National  Motor  Freight 
Classification,  ICC  NMF-IOO-F. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14166  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  703S-01-M 


Permanent  Authority  Applications 
Volumes 

The  Permanent  Authority 
Applications  Volumes  which  are  usually 
published  on  Thursdays  will  appear 
today  and  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  May 
9th. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14289  FUed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7036-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Tax  Division 

Advisory  Committee  on  Tax  Litigation; 
Open  Meeting 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Tax  Litigation 
on  May  20, 1980,  in  Room  4107  of  the 
Main  Justice  Building.  The  building  is 
located  between  Pennsylvania  and 
Constitution  Avenues  NW.  and  Ninth 
and  Tenth  Streets,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9:30  a.m.  The 
Agenda  wiU  include  the  following 
topics: 

Grand  Jury  Guidelines 


Tolling  Statute  of  Limitations  in  Summons 
Enforcement  Proceedings 
Mediation  of  Disputes  During  Criminal 
Investigative  Process 
Criminal  Conference  Procedures 
Settlement  Procedures 
Legislative  Resolution  of  Duplicative  or 
Multiple  Litigation  in  Responsible  Person 
Cases 

Standards  for  Seeking  Accountant’s 
Reserve  Papers 

The  Members  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Tax  Litigation  are: 

Mary  Ann  Cohen  (Los  Angeles,  Calif.) 
Charles  W.  Hall  (Houston,  Texas) 

William  Holloran  (New  York,  N.Y.) 

Boris  Kostelanetz  (New  York,  N.Y.) 

Charles  S.  Lyon  (New  York.  N.Y.) 

Harry  K.  Mansfield  (Boston,  Mass.) 

Lipman  Redman  (Washington,  D.C.) 

Harvey  M.  Silets  (Chicago,  Ill.) 

Sherwin  Simmons  (Tampa,  Fla.) 

Samuel  C.  Thompson,  Jr.  (Charlottesville, 
Va.) 

Charles  M.  Walker  (Los  Angeles,  Calif.) 

The  meeting,  which  will  be  open  to 
the  public,  will  be  in  a  room  that 
accommodates  approximately  50  people. 
After  the  Committee  members  finish 
discussing  the  items  on  the  agenda, 
there  may  be  time  for  statements  by 
non-members.  If  you  want  to  make  a 
statement  at  the  meeting,  or  if  you 
would  like  the  Committee  to  consider  a 
written  statement,  please  call  or  write  to 
the  Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  Tax  Division, 
Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 
20530. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  Tax  Division, 
Department  of  Justice,  202-633-3967  (not 
toll  free). 

Dated:  May  6, 1980. 

M.  Carr  Ferguson, 

Assistant  Attorney  General,  Tax  Division, 
Department  of  Justice. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14340  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  sm] 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01-M 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

Music  Panel  (Composers  Section); 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L.  92-463),  as  amended,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Music  Panel 
(Composer  Section)  to  the  National 
Council  on  the  Arts  will  be  held  May  27, 
1980  from  9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.;  May  28, 
1980  from  9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.;  May  29, 
1980  from  9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.;  and  May 
30, 1980  from  9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.,  in 
Room  1426,  Columbia  Plaza  Office 
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Complex,  2401 E  St.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

A  portion  of  this  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public  on  May  29, 1980  from  9:00 
a.m.-12:30  p.m.  for  the  discussion  of 
Guidelines. 

The  remaining  sessions  of  this 
meeting  on  May  27, 1980  horn  9:00  a.m.- 
5:30  p.m.;  May  28,  from  9:00  a.m.-5:30 
p.m.;  May  29, 12:30  p.m.-5:30  p.m.;  and 
May  30, 1980  from  9:00  a.m.-5:30  p.m.  are 
for  the  purpose  of  Panel  review, 
discussion,  evaluation,  and 
recommendation  on  application  for 
hnancial  assistance  under  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the 
Humanities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended, 
including  discussion  of  information 
given  in  confidence  to  the  agency  by 
grant  applicants.  In  accordance  with  the 
determination  of  the  Chairman 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  13, 1980,  these  sessions  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)  (4),  (6)  and  9(b]  of 
section  552b  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
John  H.  Clark,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts,  Washington, 
D.C.  20506,  or  call  (202)  634-6070. 

John  H.  Clark, 

Director,  Office  of  Council  and  Panel 
Operation,  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts. 
May  1, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14195  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  pm] 

BIUJNG  CODE  7537-01-M 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  SOCIAL 
SECURITY 

Tentative  Recommendations  Relating 
To  Disability  Insurance  Program  and 
Supplemental  Security  Income 
Program;  Meeting 

May  2, 1980. 

The  National  Commission  on  Social 
Security  will  hold  a  public  meeting  in 
the  Cabinet  Room  of  the  Washington 
Hilton  at  1919  Connecticut  Avenue, 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  on  May  23  and 
24, 1980.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is 
to  make  tentative  recommendations 
relating  to  |he  Disability  Insurance 
program  and  to  the  Supplemental 
Security  Income  program. 

The  meeting  will  begin  each  day  at 
9:00  a.m.  and  continue  until  Commission 
business  is  completed,  but  no  later  than 
5:00  p.m.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  in  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act. 

Additional  information  about  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Commission  office:  Room  125,  Pension 


Building,  440  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20218.  Phone:  (202)  376-2622. 

Francis ).  Crowley, 

Executive  Director. 

(PR  Doc.  80-14194  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  SSTO-AC-M 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  80-19] 

Reports,  Safety  Recommendations 
and  Responses;  Availability 

The  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  last  week  made  available  to  the 
public  copies  of  the  following  reports: 

Highway:  Safety  Effectiveness 
Evaluation  of  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration ’s 
Ruiemaking  Process,  Voiume  4 — 
Anaiysis,  Conciusions,  and 
Recommendations  (NTSBSEE-80-3). — 
The  Safety  Board’s  formal  report  on 
NHTSA’s  motor  vehicle  safety  standard 
rulemaking  process  presents  the 
analysis  and  conclusions  of  the  Board’s 
investigation  and  constitutes  the  fourth 
and  final  volume  of  the  evaluation 
study.  The  three  previously  issued 
reports  in  this  study  include  case 
histories  of  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Standard  (FMVSS)  121,  the  air 
brake  systems  standard,  FMVSS  208,  the 
occupant  crash  protection  standard,  and 
current  rulemaking  of  NHTSA.  ’The  case 
histories  do  not  attempt  to  evaluate  or 
draw  conclusions  about  standards  or  the 
rulemaking  process,  but  develop  a 
factual  basis  upon  which  the  analysis 
presented  in  the  final  report  is  based. 
Readers  who  are  unfamiliar  with  the 
standards  covered  by  the  case  histories 
or  with  NHTSA’s  rulemaking  process 
are  referred  to  these  volumes  for 
detailed  explanation. 

Volume  4  is  divided  into  three  parts. 
The  first  section  examines  NHTSA’s 
past  rulemaking  process  by  analyzing 
two  significant  examples,  FMVSS  121 
and  F^^SS  208.  The  second  section 
analyzes  current  rulemaking  of  NHTSA. 
The  Bnal  section  presents  the 
conclusions  of  this  report  and  specific 
recommendations.  While  the  Safety 
Board  recognizes  that  many 
improvements  in  NHTSA’s  rulemaking 
process  have  taken  place  during  the  past 
3  years,  the  Board  still  believes  that 
additional  improvements  can  be  made 
by  implementing  the  eight 
recommendations  issued  April  22  to  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation 
(recommendation  H-80-28)  and  to 
NHTSA  (H-80-29  through  -35)  as  a 
result  of  the  evaluation  study.  (See  45 
FR  29144,  May  1, 1980,  for  the  complete 
text  of  these  recommendations.)  > 


Marine:  Coiiision  ofM/V  STUD  with 
the  Southern  Pacific  Raiiroad  Bridge 
over  the  Atchafaiaya  River,  Berwick 
Bay,  Louisiana,  Aprii  1, 1978  (NTSB- 
MAR-80-5). — ^The  formal  investigation 
report  indicates  that  the  four-barge  tow 
collided  with  the  eastern  fixed  span  of 
the  232-foot  long  steel  trussed  bridge, 
knocking  the  span  from  its  supporting 
piers  into  the  river.  There  were  no 
deaths  or  injuries  and  the  barges  were 
not  damaged,  but  property  damage  was 
estimated  to  be  $1,400,000,  including  the 
cost  of  replacing  the  bridge  span  and 
rerouting  rail  traffic  for  8  days. 

The  accident  was  investigated  jointly 
by  the  Safety  Board  and  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard.  The  Safety  Board  determined 
that  the  probable  cause  of  the  accident 
was  the  failure  of  the  master  to  properly 
align  the  underpowered  tow  on  the 
approach  north  of  the  Berwick  Bay 
bridges.  Contributing  to  the  cause  were 
the  inadequate  criteria  for  commencing 
high  water  limitations  in  the  Berwick 
Bay  Vessel  Traffic  Service  area,  the 
inadequate  horsepower  of  the  STUD  in 
relation  to  the  towlength  for 
maneuvering  in  the  existing  river 
conditions,  and  the  fact  that  the  master 
of  the  S’TUD  did  not  have  up-to-date 
information  concerning  the  river  stage 
and  current  velocity. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation  of  this 
accident,  the  Safety  Board  on  April  7 
issued  four  recommendations  (M-80-18 
through  -21)  to  the  Coast  Guard  and  one 
recommendation  (M-80-22)  to  the  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers.  (See  45  FR 
26186,  April  17, 1980.) 

Safety  Recommendation  Letters 
Aviation 

A-80-32  through  -34  to  the  Federai 
Aviation  Administration. — On  March  20, 
1980,  a  Sikorsky  S-76A,  PT-HKB, 
operating  off  the  coast  of  Brazil,  South 
America,  crashed  at  sea,  killing  14 
persons.  This  was  the  first  accident  for 
this  model  helicopter  since  its 
certification  in  November  1978.  The 
continuing  investigation  is  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Brazilian  Government. 

On  April  21  a  representative  of  the 
Brazilian  Accident  Investigation  Team 
delivered  a  fractured  main  rotor  head 
spindle  section  from  the  accident 
aircraft  to  the  Safety  Board’s 
Metallurgical  Laboratory  for 
examination  in  order  to  verify  the 
findings  of  the  Brazilian  Government 
metallurgist.  'These  findings  were 
verified — a  fatigue  crack  was  present 
with  multiple  origins  initiating  in  the 
root  of  the  first  thread  at  the  spindle 
inboard  end;  the  cracks  had  propagated 
across  about  30  percent  of  the  spindle’s 
cross  sectional  area.  Total  time  on  the 


■ .  .  J  ■  .  - 


30574  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45.  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8.  1980  /  Notices 


spindle  at  the  time  of  the  accident  was 
about  650  hours.  The  fatigued  area  is  not 
easily  inspected  without  partial 
disassembly  of  the  main  rotor  head. 
Although  the  metallurgical  examination 
is  continuing,  the  Safety  Board  believes 
that  immediate  action  should  be  taken 
to  minimize  the  probability  of  a  similar 
failure. 

Accordingly,  the  Safety  Board  on 
April  24  recommended  that  FAA: 

Issue  an  Airworthiness  Directive  to  require, 
prior  to  flight,  a  one-time  detailed  inspection 
of  the  inboard  threaded  area  of  the  main 
rotor  spindles  for  evidence  of  cracks  on  all 
Sikorsky-76A  model  helicopters.  (Class  I, 
Urgent  Action)  (A-80-32). 

Notify  Foreign  Regulatory  Agencies  of  this 
action.  (Class  I,  Urgent  Action)  (A-60-33) 

Evaluate  the  need  for  a  recurring  spindle 
inspection  based  on  the  initial  inspection 
results.  (Class  II,  Priority  Action)  (A-80-34) 

Marine 

M-80-23  through  -29  to  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard. — On  September  23, 1978,  about 
0100  e.d.t.,  the  Bshing  vessel  M/V 
LOBSTA-I  capsized  in  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  about  47  nmi  south-southeast  of 
Point  Judith,  Rhode  Island,  while  en 
route  to  its  lobster  fishing  area.  The 
capsized  vessel  was  sighted  about  12 
hours  after  the  accident  by  a  tankship 
which  notified  the  Coast  Guard.  Later,  a 
Coast  Guard  helicopter  sighted  the 
capsized  vessel,  but  it  sank  before  a 
Coast  Guard  cutter  could  reach  it.  The 
Coast  Guard  conducted  an  extensive 
search  in  the  area,  but  they  foimd  no 
survivors.  The  LOBSTA-I  was  later 
located,  resting  upright  on  the  bottom  at 
a  234-foot  water  depth,  and  photographs 
were  taken  by  a  shipboard  controlled, 
underwater  vehicle.  All  five  crewmen 
are  missing  and  presumed  dead. 
Although  ^e  Safety  considered  many 
factors  during  the  investigation, 
including  vessel  stability,  operating 
practices,  weather  forecasting,  and 
collison,  the  Board  was  unable  to 
determine  the  probable  cause  of  the 
capsizing  of  the  LOBSTA-I. 

The  Safety  Board  reasoned  that  the 
LOBSTA-I’s  crew  probably  did  not  have 
time  to  broadcast  a  distress  message. 
However,  if  the  crew  had  attempted  to 
broadcast  a  distress  message  over  their 
VHP  radiotelephone,  the  Coast  Guard 
probably  would  not  have  heard  it.  Coast 
Guard’s  radio  stations  are  set  up  for 
reliable  VHP  reception  from  ships  and 
boats  up  to  40  nmi  fi'om  the  nearest 
station.  The  tankship’s  attempt  to 
contact  the  Coast  Guard  over  channel  16 
VHP  was  probably  an  indication  of  the 
VHP  range  limitations.  If  the  LOBSTA- 
I's  distress  had  been  known 
immediately.  Coast  Guard  should  have 
had  helicopters  onscene  for  survivors  in 


the  water  within  2  hours,  and  vessels  in 
the  area  could  have  been  diverted  to  the 
scene  shortly  thereafter.  The  lives  of 
some  LOBSTA-I  crewmembers  might 
have  been  saved  by  the  early  arrival 
onscene  of  helicopters  and  ships. 

Further,  the  Safety  Board  noted  that 
emergency  position  indicating  radio 
beacons  (EPIRB’s)  can  automatically 
signal  a  vessel’s  distress  in  the  event  of 
a  sinking  or  capsizing,  can  be  heard  by 
aircraft  200  nmi  away,  and  are  available 
at  a  reasonable  cost.  Coast  Guard 
cutters  and  Navy  ships  are  also 
equipped  to  detect  EPIRB  signals. 
Because  of  the  large  volume  of 
commercial  and  military  aviation  traffic 
within  200  nmi  of  the  accident  site,  there 
was  a  high  probability  that  an  EPIRB 
signal  from  that  location  would  have 
been  detected  shortly  after  activation, 
and  the  Safety  Board  concludes  that 
lives  may  have  been  saved  if  the 
LOBSTA-I  had  carried  an  EPIRB.  In 
addition  to  their  lifesaving  potential, 
EPIRB’s  might  greatly  reduce  the  Coast 
Guard  resources  expended  in  search 
and  rescue. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation,  the 
Safety  Board  on  April  24  recommended 
that  the  Coast  Guard: 

Seek  authority  to  require  the  carriage  of 
emergency  position  indicating  radio  beacons 
on  documented  U.S.  fishing  vessels  and,  in 
the  interim  period,  pursue  all  available  means 
to  encourage  their  use.  (M-80-23) 

Advise  fishing  vessel  operators  of  actions 
which  they  should  take  to  improve  their 
chances  of  survival  and  rescue  from 
accidents  occurring  in  cold  water  and  in 
darkness.  (M-80-24) 

Determine  the  most  effective  means  to 
utilize  onscene  Coast  Guard  resources  to 
rescue  persons  trapped  within  a  capsized 
vessel  and  determine  how  these  resources 
can  be  augmented,  adapted,  or  trained  for 
more  effective  use  in  such  rescues.  (M-80-25) 
Review  the  Coast  Guard’s  rescue 
coordination  for  this  accident  and  improve 
the  rescue  coordination  procedures  to 
provide  a  more  timely  response.  Include 
provisions  for  more  effective  coordination 
with  local  fishing  vessel  operators  who  may 
assist  in  search  and  rescue  efforts.  (M-80-26) 
Develop  a  list  of  unsafe  practices  and 
vessel  arrangements — such  as  leaving  the 
bridge  unattended  in  a  seaway  which  affects 
the  vessel's  navigation  and  overboard 
discharges  which  allow  tanks  to  flood 
without  crew  knowledge — found  on  U.S. 
fishing  vessels.  (M-80-27) 

Advise  fishing  vessel  operators  and 
insurers  of  these  unsafe  practices  and 
arrangements,  and  urge  them  to  correct  any 
unsafe  practices  and  arrangements  found  on 
their  vessels.  (M-80-28) 

Provide  cutters  and  helicopters  with 
acoustic  beacons  for  attachment  to  vessels  in 
danger  of  sinking  to  aid  in  their  relocation. 
(M-80-29) 

Copies  of  the  Safety  Board’s  formal 
investigation  report  are  being  prepared 


for  distribution  and  will  be  available  in 
the  near  future.  All  of  the  above  safety 
recommendations  are  classified  “Class 
II,  Priority  Action,” 

Pipeline 

P-80-23  through  -25  to  the  Governor, 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. — At 
11:20  a.m.,  on  January  30, 1980,  several 
explosions  and  a  subsequent  fire  killed 
one  person  and  extensively  damaged 
approximately  25  houses  and  other 
property  adjacent  to  a  small  canal  in  the 
Sector  Cana  of  Bayamon,  Puerto  Rico. 
The  Safety  Board’s  continuing 
investigation  has  revealed  that  the 
explosions  and  fire  were  caused  by  the 
ignition  of  gasoline  that  had  leaked  from 
a  break  in  an  8-inch,  refined  petroleum 
products  pipeline,  which  had  been 
struck  and  ruptured  by  excavation 
equipment. 

Investigation  showed  that  earlier  that 
morning,  the  Water  Authority  of  Puerto 
Rico  had  been  using  a  paving  breaker  (a 
hydraulic  or  air-operated  piece  of 
equipment  used  to  break  or  fracture 
pavement)  to  remove  a  cement  anchor 
that  supported  a  6-inch  water  line  in 
order  to  replace  a  damaged  water  valve 
that  had  been  leaking  for  several  days. 
Unable  to  remove  the  anchor  with  its 
own  equipment,  the  water  authority 
personnel  at  the  site  requested  help  from 
highway  department  personnel  who 
were  also  at  the  site.  The  verbal  request 
was  granted,  and  the  highway 
department  contractor  moved  a  ripper  (a 
bulldozer  which  has  as  a  part  of  its 
excavation  equipment  a  heavy,  metal, 
extendable  tooth  resembling  a  plow]  to 
the  site.  During  the  second  attempt  to 
remove  the  concrete  anchor,  the  ripper 
struck  and  punctured  the  pipeline  which 
was  located  3  inches  below  the  water 
line. 

Blueprints  from  the  water  authority 
and  the  pipeline  company  showed  that 
the  steel  coated  and  cathodically 
protected  high-pressure  pipeline  ran 
parallel  to  the  water  line;  however,  at 
the  point  of  the  accident,  investigators 
found  that  those  lines  crossed  each 
other  perpendicularly.  Neither  the  ripper 
operator  nor  the  water  authority 
personnel  at  the  site  knew  the  pipeline 
was  at  this  location. 

Gasoline  under  approximately  300- 
psig  pressure  gushed  from  the  10-inch  by 
8-inch  hole  in  the  pipeline  and  sprayed 
down  a  45-degree  hill  into  a  creek  and 
flowed  downstream  to  a  residential 
area.  The  fire,  which  originated 
somewhere  downstream,  burned  back 
upstream  until  it  reached  the  pipeline 
break.  On  its  approximately  2.5-mile 
path,  the  fire  traversed  1  mile  of  the 
open  canal,  approximately  Vz  mile  of 
underground  canal,  and  1  mile  of  the 
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creek’s  curved  natural  course  up  to  the 
rupture.  The  flames  destroyed  the 
tropical  vegetation,  gardens,  and 
domestic  animals  that  were  located 
approximately  20  feet  on  each  side  of 
the  canal  and  creek.  The  body  of  a 
fatally  injured  youth  was  found 
approximately  150  feet  down  the  hill, 
between  the  pipeline  break  and  the 
creek  where  he  and  other  persons  had 
been  collecting  the  leaking  gasoline  for 
personal  use. 

Investigation  disclosed  that  the 
pipeline  had  not  been  marked  by  wood 
stakes  or  paint  marks  on  the  ground  at 
the  accident  ute  where  heavy  highway 
construction  was  underway.  Location  of 
the  utilities  is  requested  verbally  and 
usually  marked  by  the  personnel  on  site, 
without  reference  to  blueprints  or  use  of 
a  pipeline  locator — an  electronic  device 
consisting  of  transmitting  and  receiving 
units  and  earphones,  used  to  find  the 
exact  centerline  of  an  underground 
pipeline.  The  Safety  Board  is  concerned 
that  this  casual  method  of  locating 
utilities  poses  an  lumecessarily  high  risk 
to  public  safety.  The  Board  also  is 
concerned  that  the  accident  occurred  at 
the  beginning  of  the  construction  of  a 
new  highway,  sections  of  which  will  use 
the  existing  road  right-of-way  where  the 
pipeline  is  buried. 

The  Safety  Board  states  that  the  most 
effective  method  of  preventing 
excavation-caused  damage  to 
undergroimd  facilities  is  to  notify  the 
operators  of  utility  companies  in 
advance  of  the  proposed  excavation 
work  to  allow  the  operators  to  mark  the 
location  of  their  facilities  properly 
before  excavation  begins.  The  most 
convenient  method  to  make  this 
notification  is  through  a  “one-call” 
system,  which  establishes  a  center  to 
which  an  excavator  can  make  one 
telephone  call  to  notify  the  center  of  the 
date  and  location  of  a  proposed  project. 
The  center  then  alerts  each  participating 
operator  of  underground  facilities  near 
the  work  area  so  the  operator  can  locate 
and  properly  mark  its  facilities. 

In  light  of  its  findings,  the  Safety 
Board  on  April  28  recommended  Aat  the 
Governor  of  the  Commonwealth  of 
Puerto  Rico: 

Direct  contractors,  utilities,  and  other 
excavators  on  highway  or  other  construction 
projects  to  utilize  properly  the  established 
“one-call”  notification  system  (Centro  de 
Excavaciones)  so  that  the  public  can  be 
protected  against  similar  accidents.  (Class  I, 
Urgent  Action]  P-80-23) 

Direct  the  utilities  of  I^erto  Rico  to  update 
all  their  maps  and  records  to  facilitate  &e 
accurate  marking  of  their  underground 
facilities.  (Class  II,  Priority  Action)  (P-80-24) 

Require  that  preconstruction  meetings  be 
held  before  the  initiation  of  highway  or  other 
construction  projects.  All  affected  parties 


should  be  in  attendance  at  the  meetings  and 
all  facilities  should  be  marked  before 
construction.  (Class  II.  Priority  Action)  P-80- 
25) 

Responses  to  Safety  Recommendations 
Aviation 

A-78-40.  from  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  April  18, 1980. — ^FAA 
summarizes  actions  taken  to  implement 
this  recommendation,  developed  as  a 
result  of  investigation  of  the  crash  of  an 
Eastern  Air  Lines  Boeing  727  during  a 
precision  instrument  approach  to  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport.  Jamaica, 
N.Y.,  June  24  1975.  The  recommendation 
asked  FAA  to  expedite  the  program  to 
develop,  in  cooperation  with  appropriate 
Government  agencies  and  industry, 
typical  models  of  environmental  winds 
associated  with  matiire  thunderstorms 
which  can  be  used  for  demonstration 
purposes  in  pilot  training  simulators. 

(See  41  FR 15922,  April  15. 1976.) 

FAA  notes  that  its  letter  of  Jxily  7, 

1976,  indicated  that  FAA,  in  conjunction 
with  the  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration  and  the  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration,  had  already  developed 
models  of  environmental  winds 
associated  with  mature  thunderstorms 
and  were  testing  them  in  a  pilot 
simulator.  FAA  said  it  would  make 
these  models  available  to  operators  of 
pilot  training  simulators. 

Extensive  investigation  and  testing 
Government  agencies  and  industry 
groups  have  resulted  in  the  selection  of 
10  models  of  classis  wind  shears 
associated  with  thunderstorms  and 
other  shear-producing  phenomenon. 
'These  models  are  available  to  all 
interested  operators  and  are  currently 
utilized  national  and  internationally  by 
many  air  carriers  during  initial  and 
recurrent  pilot  simulator  training 
programs.  Wind  shear  models  are 
available  in  IBM  punch  card  and 
computer  lisiting  format. 

FAA  notes  that  results  of  the  wind 
shear  hazard  determination  work 
indicate  the  severity  of  a  wind  shear 
encounter  is  highly  dependent  on  the 
position  and  alignment  of  the  approach 
path  with  respect  to  the  wind  field  and 
on  the  timing  of  the  encounter.  Another 
conclusion  of  these  studies  is  that  both 
wind  shear  in  the  vertical  wind 
component  and  wind  shear  in  the 
longitudinal  wind  compKinent  can  . 
produce  a  hazardous  condition.  High 
severity  wind  shear  is  also  found  to  be 
hazardous  on  takeoff.  The  models 
developed  consider  shears  in  the 
vertical  and  longitudinal  plane  and 
during  the  approach  and  takeoff  phase. 
FAA  says  the  available  models  have 
provided  tangible  situations  imder 


controlled  conditions  and  have  led  to 
the  development  of  specific  pilot 
operational  procedures  to  avoid  or  cope 
with  known  wind  shear  conditions. 

Highway 

H-79-37,  from  the  California 
Department  of  Transportation,  April  22, 
1980. — ^Hie  recommendation,  developed 
as  a  result  of  the  Board’s  investigation 
of  the  penetration  of  a  bridge  rail  by  a 
station  wagon  near  Alhambra,  Calif., 
November  11, 1978,  called  for  a  program 
to  replace  crash  damaged  substandard 
bridge  railing  with  railing  meeting 
current  safety  design  criteria.  Caltrans’ 
April  22  response  refers  to  the  Safety 
Board’s  comments  of  last  September  5 
(44  FR  61479,  October  25. 1979) 
suggesting  that  California  look  into  the 
feasibility  of  an  open-ended  contract  for 
replacement  of  damaged  bridge  rail  with 
railing  meeting  current  safety  design 
standards. 

Caltrans  states  that  it  has  looked  into 
this  possibility  and  has  concluded  that 
open-end  contracts  to  install  new 
barrier  rail  would  not  be  practical 
because  of  the  wide  variety  of 
conditions  which  prevail  where  old 
standard  bridge  rail  may  be  damaged. 
Also,  a  program  of  upgrading  bridge  rail 
where  and  when  damaged  would  divert 
funds  from  Caltrans’  program  to  retrofit 
on  a  priority  basis.  Caltrans’  priority 
system  considers  accident  history  as 
well  as  traffic  volumes  and  site 
conditions.  This  approadi  does  not  rule 
out  upgrading  damaged  rail  instead  of 
repairing  where  the  extent  of  damage 
and  traffic  conditions  make  it  desirable. 
In  most  cases,  however,  damage  is 
confined  to  a  small  segment  of  any 
individual  rail. 

H-79-51  from  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  April  2, 
1980. — ^Response  is  to  a  recommendation 
issued  January  25  following 
investigation  of  the  multiple  vehicle 
median  barrier  crossover  and  collision 
which  occurred  on  grand  Central 
Parkway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  June  8, 
1979.  The  recommendation  asked 
NHTSA  to  investigate  the  level  of 
implementation  by  New  York  State  of 
Highway  Safety  Program  Standard  10 
(Traffic  Records)  particularly  with 
regard  to  New  York  City.  (See  45  FR 
8389,  February  7. 1980.) 

In  cooperation  with  the  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  NHTSA  has 
conducted  a  survey  of  each  State’s 
accident  records  system.  The  draft 
report  fi'om  New  York  cites  the  difficulty 
in  analyzing  the  high  accident  locations 
due  to  the  lack  of  a  locator  method  for 
other  than  State  and  interstate 
roadways.  Work  is  underway,  however, 
so  that  by  1982  the  ability  to  code 
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locations  for  all  roads  in  the  States  will 
be  established.  New  York  State  has 
informed  NHTSA  that  they  are  hopeful 
of  eventually  acquiring  copies  of  all 
accident  reports.  Since  HSPS  No.  10 
requires  accidents  involving  property 
damage  to  be  included  in  a  State’s 
system,  NHTSA  intends  to  oversee  this 
progress.  In  summary,  NHTSA  believes 
that  actions  already  imderway  will  bring 
New  York  into  compliance  with  HSPS 
No.  10.  Any  further  direct  action  needed 
should  be  taken  by  Federal  Highway 
Administration. 

Marine 

MSO-l  through  -3,  from  the  U.S. 

Coast  Guard,  April  10, 1980. — Response 
is  directed  to  recommendations  issued 
January  8  as  a  result  of  investigation 
into  the  sinking  of  the  M/B  SIDS  off 
Atlantic  City,  N.J.,  January  18, 1978.  (See 
45  FR  3412,  January  17, 1980.) 

In  response  to  recommendation  M-80- 
1,  which  asked  Coast  Guard  to 
implement  a  means  to  reduce  the 
frequency  of  towlines  fouling  in  the 
propellers  of  Coast  Guard  44-ft  motor 
lifeboats.  Coast  Guard,  indicating 
concurrence  with  the  recommendation, 
states  that  immediately  after  the 
capsizing  of  the  SIDS  an  informal 
investigation  was  begun  into  the 
problem  of  towlines  fouling  in  the 
propellers  of  the  44-ft  motor  lifeboats 
(MLB’s).  It  was  determined  that  the 
primary  cause  of  the  fouled  towlines 
was  the  result  of  the  boat  coxswains 
using  an  incorrect  approach,  coupled 
with  the  failiu'e  of  the  boat  crewmen  to 
maintain  adequate  tension  on  the 
towline  during  makeup  procedures. 

Coast  Guard  states  that  appropriate 
guidance  to  the  field  was  published  in 
1978.  An  additional  problem  bearing  on 
the  SIDS  casualty  was  that  both  44-ft 
MLB’s  were  using  5"  towlines  which 
weight  aproximately  76  lbs  per  100-ft. 

The  authorized  towline  for  Ae  44  ft  MLB 
is  3"  line  which  weighs  only  about  26  lbs 
per  100-ft,  or  about  one-third  as  much  as 
the  5"  line.  In  heavy  weather,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  SIDS  casualty,  the  extra 
weight  of  the  5"  line  would  have  made  it 
very  difficult  for  crewmen  to  maintain 
adequate  tension  on  the  towline  during 
makeup  to  the  SIDS.  A  directive  (copy 
provided)  was  published  in  April  1979 
specifying  the  maximum  size  towline  to 
be  carried  in  the  44  ft  MLB. 

Recommendation  M-80-2  asked  Coast 
Guard  to  equip  each  of  its  search  and 
rescue  vessels  used  at  night  with 
personal  flotation  device  (PFD)  lights 
which  are  packaged  suitably  for  passing 
to  persons  on  vessels  in  distress  at 
night,  and  rquire  that  the  PFD  lights  be 
passed  to  those  persons  unless 
approved  PFD  lights  are  available  on  the 


vessel  in  distress.  Coast  Guard  concurs 
with  the  part  of  the  recommendation 
that  search  and  rescue  boats  be 
equipped  with  suitable  PFD  lights,  and 
the  outfit  lists  of  such  major  boats  will 
be  amended  accordingly.  Coast  Guard 
does  not  concur  that  their  use  be  made 
mandatory,  but  will  make  every  effort  to 
establish  this  as  a  recommended 
practice. 

Coast  Guard  does  not  concur  with 
recommendation  M-80-3,  which  would 
require  onscene  Coast  Guard  rescue 
persoimel  to  insist  that  persons  onboard 
vessels  being  rescued  at  night  use  the 
PFD  lights.  Coast  Guard  does  not 
believe  that  personnel  in  distress  at 
night  should  be  required  to  use  PFD 
lights  as  a  precondition  to  being 
rescued,  but  will  urge  personnel  in 
distress  to  utilize  PFD  lights  whenever 
possible. 

Pipeline 

P-79-33,  from  the  Research  and 
Special  Programs  Administration  of  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Transportation, 

April  16, 1980. — ^Response  is  made  to  a 
recommendation  issued  last  October  29 
following  investigation  of  the  natural 
gas  explosion  on  May  29, 1978,  in 
Arlington,  Texas.  The  recommendation 
asked  RSPA  to  instruct  its  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau’s  regional  offices 
and  States  agencies  to  immediately 
direct  operators  who  distinguish  yard 
lines  from  service  lines  to  incorporate 
the  same  inspection,  operation  and 
maintenance  plan  as  for  the  company- 
owned  service  lines.  (See  44  FR  64933, 
November  8, 1979.) 

RSPA  notes  that  the  definition  of 
service  line  was  amended  in  May  1973 
to  make  it  clear  that  the  operator  was 
responsible  for  the  operation  of  and  for 
monitoring  the  maintenance  of  the 
portions  of  service  line  defined  as  "yard 
line’’  in  recommendation  P-79-3.  This 
point  had  been  stressed  in  all  industry 
seminars  conducted  by  MTB  and  in  the 
inspection  activities  of  MTB’s  regional 
personnel.  Corrective  actions  have  been 
taken  when  situations  similar  to  that 
described  in  the  Safety  Board’s 
investigation  have  been  brought  to 
RSPA’s  attention. 

.  However,  in  response  to 
recommendation  P-79-33,  MTB  has 
instructed  its  regional  offices,  as  part  of 
their  ongoing  pipeline  inspection 
activities,  to  direct  this  item  to  the 
immediate  attention  of  all  cognizant  gas 
pipeline  operators.  The  regional  offices 
have  also  been  instructed  to  contact  the 
appropriate  State  agency  personnel  and 
review  with  them  the  definition  of 
service  lines  in  relation  to  the  problem 
indentified  by  the  investigation.  State 
agencies  are  also  being  instructed  to 


direct  operators  subject  to  State 
jurisdiction  to  inspect  and  operate  the 
“yard  line”  portion  of  the  service  line  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  operator-owned 
portion  of  the  service  line.  It  is  not 
intended  that  the  operator  be 
responsible  for  the  maintenance  of 
customer  facilities  but  the  operator  may 
not  operate  facilities  not  maintained  in 
accordance  with  Part  192. 

P-80-10  and -11,  from  Columbia  Gas 
of  Virginia,  Inc.,  April  8, 1980. — Letter 
addresses  the  report  and  related 
recommendations  resulting  from  the 
Safety  Board’s  investigation  of  an 
explosion  and  fire  which  destroyed  the 
county  clerk’s  office  building  and  the 
adjoining  courthouse  building,  gutted  a 
connecting  building  under  construction, 
and  damaged  an  adjacent  house  in 
Standardsville,  Va.  The  accident 
occurred  last  October  24  and  the 
recommendations  were  issued  March  10. 
It  was  recommended  that  Columbia  Gas: 
Change  its  operating  maintenance  plan 
to  include  specific  procedures  to  cover 
the  part  of  the  service  lines  identified 
under  company  policy  as  “customer’s 
service  lines”  in  the  same  manner  as 
company-owned  service  lines  (P-80-10); 
and,  in  conjunction  with  other  operators 
of  underground  facilities  in  its  service 
area,  extend  the  established  “one- 
called”  notification  system  to  Greene 
County  and  other  areas  of  Central 
Virginia  not  now  covered  in  the  system 
(P-80-11).  (See  45  FR  18211,  March  20, 
1980.) 

In  response  to  recommendation  P-80- 
10,  Columbia  states  that  its  procedures 
are  adequate  and  do  comply  with 
existing  Federal  regulations.  The  report 
on  which  the  recommendation  is  based 
does  not  specify  in  what  respect 
Columbia  policy  is  “not  in  compliance” 
with  Federal  regulations,  Columbia 
states.  Also,  Columbia  believes  this  lack 
of  specificity,  which  stems  from 
erroneous  or  omitted  facts,  has  resulted 
in  a  recommendation  that  is  not 
appropriate. 

With  reference  to  recommendation  P- 
80-11,  Columbia  states  that  it  does  not 
oppose  one-call  systems,  but  believes  it 
was  never  given  the  opportunity  to 
explain  to  the  Safety  Board,  prior  to 
issuance  of  the  report,  its  position  on 
expansion  of  a  one-call  system  into 
Greene  County,  Va.  Also,  Columbia 
states,  “In  fact,  Columbia  Gas 
Distribution  Companies  (one  of  which  is 
Columbia  Gas  of  Virginia)  have  been 
very  active  in  promoting  ‘one-call’ 
notification  systems  when  these  can  be 
effectively  established.” 

Railroad 

R-78-44  and -47,  from  the  Federal 
Railroad  Administration,  February  22, 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  91  /  Thursday,  May  8,  1980  /  Notices 


30577 


1980. — ^Letter  is  in  response  to  the  Safety 
Board’s  January  8  comments  on  FRA’s 
previous  response,  forwarded  last 
November  2,  concerning  two  of  the  five 
recommendations  issued  to  FRA  July  31. 

1978,  following  investigation  of  the 
Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad 
Company  freight  train  derailment  and 
puncture  of  a^ydrous  ammonia  tank 
cars  at  Pensacola,  Fla.,  November  9, 
1977.  (See  44  FR  68541,  November  29, 

1979. ) 

Recommendation  R-78-44  called  for 
regulations  to  require  locomotives  used 
in  trains  on  main  tracks  outside  of  yard 
limits  to  be  equipped  with  operating 
event  recorders.  Recommendation  R-78- 
47  asked  FRA  to  require  railroads  to 
provide  pertinent  hazardous  materials 
emergency  information  on  waybills  and 
to  make  this  information  available  to 
public  emergency  personnel. 

The  Safety  Board’s  January  8 
comments  note  that  FRA’s  response 
with  respect  to  recommendation  R-78- 
44  indicates  full  awareness  of  the  safety 
benefits  of  speed  recorders  and  event 
recorders,  but  that  regulatory  action  will 
not  be  considered  due  to  a  long- 
established  belief  that  the  benefits  are 
outweighed  by  the  expense  of 
installation  and  upkeep.  The  Board  said, 
citing  FRA’s  Accident/Incident  Bulletins 
for  1975, 1976,  and  1977,  that  there  were, 
respectively,  267,  327,  and  374  accidents 
attributed  to  buffing  or  slack  action  in 
trains.  These  figures  are  indicative  of 
the  fact  that  the  railroad  industry  has 
not  been  effective  in  establishing  the 
train  handling  techniques  necessary  to 
control  the  longer  and  heavier  trains  of 
present-day  railroad  operations.  The 
Board  further  said  that  the  increase  in 
train-handling  accidents  also  indicates 
that  the  recommended  practices 
stemming  from  the  track/train  dynamics 
study  have  not  prevented  these 
accidents.  Finally,  the  greatest  problem 
in  determining  the  probable  cause  of  a 
train-handling  accident  is  that  the 
information  concerning  train  speed  and 
throttle  and  brake  operation  is  totally 
dependent  on  the  post-accident 
recollections  of  the  engineer.  Based  on 
the  upward  trend  of  train-handling 
accidents,  the  Board  does  not  believe 
that  the  limited  benefits  of  event 
recorders  in  earlier  operations  can  be 
extrapolated  into  a  valid  judgment  of 
the  benefits  to  be  found  today.  The 
Safety  Board  asked  reconsideration  of 
this  recommendation. 

In  response,  FRA  states  that  the  basis 
for  the  Sard’s  reconsideration  request 
was  statistical  data  that  indicated  an 
increasing  number  of  accidents 
attributed  to  buffing  or  slack  action  in 
trains  and  that  benefits  of  having  event 


recorders  would  now  outweigh  the 
expense  of  installation  and  upkeep.  FRA 
has  reconsidered  this  issue,  and 
concludes  that  such  regulations  are  not 
appropriate.  FRA  states  that  since  the 
statistical  data  used  by  the  Safety  Board 
involves  an  increase  of  less  than  one 
hundred  incidents  involving  buffing  and 
slack  action,  reliance  on  this  limited 
data  to  infer  a  significant  increase  in 
this  type  of  accident  is  not  totally 
convincing  from  FRA’s  perspective. 

With  reference  to  recommendation  R- 
78-47,  the  Safety  Board’s  understanding 
of  FRA’s  position  is  that  the  pertinent 
emergency  information  required  for 
waybills  consists  of  “the  proper  shipping 
name  of  the  materials,  the  hazard  class, 
the  total  quantity,  the  placard  notation 
and  placard  endorsement’’  The  Board 
states  in  its  January  8  letter  that  it  is  not 
clear  whether  the  FRA  also  considers  an 
emergency  telephone  number 
“pertinent.”  The  Board  asked  that  if  this 
is  so,  how  are  these  telephone  numbers 
designed  to  fit  into  the  department’s 
hazardous  materials  emergency 
response  network  being  developed  by 
the  Coast  Guard  and  how  does  FRA 
plan  to  modify  its  present  regulations  to 
support  the  operation  of  that  network. 
Also,  the  Board  aske'd  for  an 
explanation  of  FRA’s  planned  role  in  the 
operation  of  the  emergency  response 
network  and  the  regulatory  actions  that 
will  be  needed  to  implement  that  role. 

FRA’s  February  22  response  to  the 
Board’s  inquiry  states  that  currently 
there  is  no  plan  to  require  the  placing  of 
the  National  Resource  Center’s  (NRC) 
telephone  number  on  waybills,  nor  to 
require  shippers  and  their  trade 
associations  to  notify  NRC  of  train 
accidents  involving  hazardous 
materials.  FRA  notes  that  at  present 
DOT  regulations  require  carriers, 
including  rail  carriers,  to  notify  NRC 
when  serious  hazardous  materials 
accident  conditions  occnir.  (See  49  CFR 
171.15.)  FRA  says  it  does  not  plan  to 
become  involved  in  the  “Planned 
Emergency  Response  Network”  except 
to  continue  to  receive  copies  of 
notifications  from  the  NRC.  FRA  does 
not  believe  that  further  regulatory 
actions  are  necessary,  as  §  171.15 
adequately  assures  that  needed 
notifications  of  hazardous  accidents  are 
received  by  the  NRC,  which  in  turn 
notifies  all  appropriate  parties,  including 
the  FRA. 

R-79-61,  from  the  Union  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  March  4, 1980. — 
Letter  addresses  one  of  four 
recommendations  issued  January  10  to 
UPRR  following  investigation  of  the 
derailment  of  UPRR  freight  train  GRX  31 
at  Granite,  Wyo.,  last  July  31.  The 


recommendation  asked  UPRR  to  equip 
locomotives  with  brake  pipe  flow 
indicators  to  enable  engineers  to 
measure  trainline  air  flow  (See  45  FR 
5853,  January  24, 1980.) 

UPRR  states  that  the  Safety  Board 
mentions  the  removal  of  brake  pipe  flow 
indicators  from  UPRR  locomotives 
which  eliminated  the  only  tool  the 
engineer  had  to  inform  him  about  the  air 
flow  in  the  brake  pipe.  UPRR,  after 
checking  with  its  Mechanical 
Department,  says  it  is  “.  .  .  not  aware  of 
any  installation,  let  alone  removal,  of 
brake  pipe  flow  indicators  on  the  type  of 
locomotives  involved  in  the  accident.” 
UPRR  reports  that  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads  is  currently 
conducting  tests  to  evaluate  the  air  flow 
method  of  air  brake  pipe  leakage  testing, 
and  UPRR’s  position  is  to  withhold  any 
further  application  of  this  equipment 
pending  the  results  of  the  AAR  tests. 

Note:  Single  copies  of  Safety  Board 
reports  are  available  without  charge,  as  long 
as  limited  supplies  last.  Copies  of  Board 
recommendation  letters  and  responses  or 
related  correspondence  are  also  provided 
free  of  charge.  All  requests  for  copies  must  be 
in  writing,  identified  by  report  or 
recommendation  number.  Address  requests 
to:  Public  Inquiries  Section,  National 
Transportation  Safety  Board,  Washington, 
D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  Safety  Board  reports 
may  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Conunerce,  Springfield.  Va. 
22161. 

(49  U.S.C.  1903(a)(2).  1906) 

Margaret  L  Fisher, 

Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

May  5. 1980. 
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NAVAJO  AND  HOPI  INDIAN 
RELOCATION  COMMISSION 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  System  of 
Records 

agency:  Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian 
Relocation  Commission. 

ACTION:  Privacy  Act  Issuance;  Notice  of 
System  of  Records.  * 

summary:  Federal  agencies  are  required 
by  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  to  give  notice 
of  certain  records  they  maintain.  This 
notice  is  published  to  give  notice  of  the 
records  system  maintained  by  the 
Commission. 

DATES:  This  document  fulfills  the  notice 
and  annual  notice  requirements  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul  M.  Tessler,  CFR  Liaison  Officer, 
Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian  Relocation 
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Commission,  2717  North  Steves 
Boulevard,  Building  A,  Flagstaff, 

Arizona  86001,  Telephone  Number:  (602) 
779-3311  ext.  1376,  FTS:  261-1376. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  None. 

SYSTEM  name: 

Navajo  and  Hopi  Relocation 
Commission  Records  System. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian  Relocation 
Commission,  2717  N.  Steves  Boulevard, 
Building  A,  Flagstaff,  Arizona  86001. 

categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

(1)  Those  members  of  the  Navajo 
Tribe  residing  in  that  portion  of  the  Joint 
Use  Area  of  Arizona  which  has  been 
partitioned  to  the  Hopi  Tribe. 

(2)  Those  members  of  the  Hopi  Tribe 
residing  in  that  portion  of  the  Joint  Use 
Area  of  Arizona  which  has  been 
partitioned  to  the  Navajo  Tribe. 

(3)  Persons  who  apply  to  the 
Commission  for  relocation  benefits. 

categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

(1)  Relocation  Applications 

(2)  Census  Information 

(3)  Inventories  of  livestock  and 
property  improvements,  and 

(4)  Appraisal  of  Improvements 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

25  U.S.C.  640(d),  25  U.S.C.  361,  et  seq. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM  INCLUDE  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

The  primary  uses  of  the  records  are  to 
determine:  (a)  those  individuals  who  are 
entitled  to  relocation  benehts,  (b)  the 
amount  of  benehts  to  which  individuals 
are  entitled,  and  (c)  where  relocations 
may  occur.  Disclosures  outside  the 
Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian  Relocation 
Commission  may  be  made  to:  (a)  Tribal 
Governments  for  use  in  adjudicating 
disputes,  (b)  to  United  States  Courts 
concerned  with  the  partition  of  the  Joint 
Use  Area,  (c)  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  when  related  to  litigation  or 
contemplated  litigation,  (d)  to 
appropriate  Federal,  State,  Local,  or 
Foreign  Agency  responsible  for 
investigating  or  prosecuting  violations  or 
for  enforcing  or  implementing  a  statute, 
rule,  regulation,  order,  or  license  of 
information  indicating  a  violation  or 
potential  violation  of  a  statute, 
regulation,  rule,  order,  or  license,  (e) 
reports  to  the  United  States  Congress, 
and  (f)  publication  of  rosters  to  assist 
potential  relocatees  in  determining  their 
application  and  eligibility  status. 


POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Manual:  letter  Hies. 

retrievabiuty: 

Indexed  by  name  of  individual, 
retrieved  by  manual  search. 

safeguards: 

In  accordance  with  43  CFR  2.51. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL.* 

Records  will  be  disposed  of  when  the 
Commission  is  discharged  pursuant  to 
25  U.S.C.  640d-ll(i). 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Executive  Director,  Navajo  and  Hopi 
Indian  Relocation  Commission,  2717 
North  Steves  Boulevard,  Building  A, 
Flagstaff,  Arizona  86001. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

To  determine  whether  records  in  this 
system  are  maintained  on  an  individual, 
the  individual  must  contact  the  System 
Manager. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

For  access  to  an  individual’s  records, 
the  individual  must  contact  the  System 
Manager  and  describe  as  specifically  as 
possible  the  records  sought  and,  if 
copies  are  desired,  indicate  the 
maximum  copy  fee  the  individual  is 
willing  to  pay. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

A  petition  for  amendment  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  System  Manager  and 
must  meet  the  requirements  of  43  CFR 
2.71. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  is  obtained  from: 

(1)  Information  obtained  from 
individuals  who  apply  for  relocation 
benefits. 

(2)  Information  obtained  from  other 
United  States  governmental  agencies 
concerning  individuals  who  may  or  may 
not  be  entitled  to  relocation  benefits. 

(3)  Information  obtained  from  surveys 
taken  on  the  Joint  Use  Area. 

(4)  Information  obtained  from  the 
Navajo  Tribe  or  the  Hopi  Tribe 
concerning  its  members  entitled  to 
relocation  benefits. 

(5)  Information  obtained  from  Chapter 
Officials  of  the  Navajo  Tribe  concerning 
members  of  their  chapter  who  may  be 
entitled  to  relocation  benefits. 

Leon  H.  Berger, 

Executive  Director,  Navajo  and  Hopi  Indian 
Relocation  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14273  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-HB-M 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Agency  Forms  Under  Review 

May  5, 1980. 

Background 

When  executive  departments  and 
agencies  propose  public  use  forms, 
reporting,  or  recordkeeping 
requirements,  the  Office  of  Mangement 
and  Budget  (OMB)  reviews  and  acts  on 
those  requirements  under  the  Federal 
Reports  Act  (44  U.S.C.  Chapter  35). 
Departments  and  agencies  use  a  number 
of  techniques  including  public  hearings 
to  consult  with  the  public  on  significant 
reporting  requirements  before  seeking 
OMB  approval.  OMB  in  carrying  out  its 
responsibility  under  the  Act  also 
considers  comments  on  the  forms  and 
recordkeeping  requirements  that  will 
affect  the  public. 

List  of  Forms  Under  Review 

Every  Monday  and  Thursday  OMB 
publishes  a  list  of  the  agency  forms 
received  for  review  since  the  last  list 
was  published.  The  list  has  all  the 
entries  for  one  agency  together  and 
grouped  into  new  forms,  revisions, 
extensions,  or  reinstatements.  Some 
forms  listed  as  revisions  may  only  have 
a  change  in  the  number  of  respondents 
or  a  reestimate  of  the  time  needed  to  Hll 
them  out  rather  than  any  change  to  the 
content  of  the  form.  'The  agency 
clearance  officer  can  tell  you  the  nature 
of  any  particular  revision  you  are 
interested  in.  Each  entry  contains  the 
following  information: 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  agency  clearance  officer  (from 
whom  a  copy  of  the  form  and  supporting 
documents  is  available); 

The  office  of  the  agency  issuing  this 
form: 

The  title  of  the  form: 

The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable; 

How  often  the  form  must  be  filled  out; 

Who  will  be  required  or  asked  to 
report: 

An  estimate  of  the  number  of  forms 
that  will  be  filled  out; 

An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  fill  out  the  form;  and 

The  name  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  or  office  responsible  for  OMB 
review. 

Reporting  or  recordkeeping 
requirements  that  appear  to  raise  no 
significant  issues  are  approved 
promptly.  Our  usual  practice  is  not  to 
take  any  action  on  proposed  reporting 
requirements  until  at  least  ten  working 
days  after  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
but  occasionally  the  public  interest 
requires  more  rapid  action. 
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Comments  and  Questions 

Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
horn  the  agency  clearance  ofhcer  whose 
name  and  telephone  number  appear 
under  the  agency  name.  The  agency 
clearance  ofHcer  will  send  you  a  copy  of 
the  proposed  form,  the  request  for 
clearance  (SF83),  supporting  statement, 
instructions,  transmittal  letters,  and 
other  dociunents  that  are  submitted  to 
OMB  for  review.  If  you  experience 
difHculty  in  obtaining  the  information 
you  need  in  reasonable  time,  please 
advise  the  OMB  reviewer  to  whom  the 
report  is  assigned.  Comments  and 
questions  about  the  items  on  this  list 
should  be  directed  to  the  OME  reviewer 
or  ofhce  listed  at  the  end  of  each  entry. 

If  you  anticipate  commenting  on  a 
form  but  hnd  that  time  to  prepare  will 
prevent  you  horn  submitting  comments 
promptly,  you  should  advise  the 
reviewer  of  your  intent  as  early  as 
possible. 

The  timing  and  format  of  this  notice 
have  been  changed  to  make  the 
publication  of  the  notice  predictable  and 
to  give  a  clearer  explanation  of  this 
process  to  the  public.  If  you  have 
comments  and  suggestions  for  further 
improvements  to  this  notice,  please  send 
them  to  Jim  J.  Tozzi,  Assistant  Director 
for  Regulatory  and  Information  Policy, 
OfHce  of  Management  and  Budget,  726 
Jackson  Place.  Northwest,  Washington. 
D.C.  20503 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Richard  J. 
Schrimper— 447-6201 

Revisions 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 
Certification  of  Compliance — ^Water 
Bank  Program 
ASCS-617 
Annually 

Farmers.  6,000  responses;  1,000  hours 
Charles  A.  Ellett,  395-7340 

Extensions 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  Application  for 
Approval  of  Warehouse  for  Honey 
Storage  Contract 
CCC-55 
On  occasion 

Honey  warehousemen,  10  responses;  10 
hours 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  395-7340 
Food  and  Nutrition  Service 
AfHdavit  of  Retum/Exchange  of  Food 
Coupons 
FNS-135 
Monthly 


Food  stamp  program  certiHcation/ 
issuance  officers,  15,000  responses; 
3,750  hours 

Charles  A.  Ellett,  395-7340 
Forest  Service 

Visitor’s  Permit  and  Visitor  Registration 

FS-230(>-32 

On  occasion 

Visitors  entering  some  portion  of 
national  forest  lands,  216,500 
responses;  10,825  hours 
Charles  A.  Ellett,  395-7340 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^John  V. 
Wenderoth— 697-1195 

Extensions 

Departmental  and  other  Services  and/or 
Supplies  Provided  by  Civilian 
Hospitals  (Inpt.) 

DA  1863-1 
On  occasion 

Hospitals/providers  of  medical  care, 
700,000  responses;  350,000  hours 
Kenneth  B.  Allen,  395-3785 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — John 
Gross — 633-9770 

New  Forms 

Energy  Efficient  Electric  Motors  Study 

CS-449S/M 

Single  time 

Major  industrial  energy  users,  800 
responses;  220  hours 
Jefferson  B.  Hill,  395-7340 
Analysis  of  Potential  Used  Oil  Recovery 
From  Individuals 
CS-444 
Single  time 

Households  which  do  their  own  motor 
oil  changes,  7,800  responses;  1,175 
hours 

Jefferson  B.  Hill.  395-7340 
Extensions 

Reserve  Dedication  Report 

FPC334 

On  occasion 

Natural  gas  pipelines,  104  responses;  52 
hours 

Jefferson  B.  Hill,  395-7340 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Joseph  J. 
Stmad— 245-7488 

New  Forms 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 
Executive  Attrition  Study 
Single  time 

Current  and  former  ADAMHA 
employees.  400  responses;  300  hours 
Richard  Eisinger,  395-6880 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
Small  Manufacturers  Conferences  on 
Medical  Devices 
Single  time 

Small  manufacturers  of  medical  devices 
attendees  at  conferences,  400 
responses;  67  hours 
Edward  C.  Springer,  395-4814. 

Office  of  Human  Development 
Quarterly  Cumulative  Caseload/ 
Expenditure  Report 
RSA-113 
Quarterly 

State  VR  agency,  336  responses;  2,755 
hours 

Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Office  of  Human  Development 
1980  General  Hospital  Civil  Rights 
Survey 

OS/CR-503-80 
Other  (see  SF-83) 

Acute  care  general  hospitals,  6,900 
responses;  126,960  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Office  of  Human  Development 
Annual  Report  on  State  VR  Agency 
Post-Employment  Services, 
Ineligibility  Reviews,  and  Similar 
Benefits 
RSA-62 
Annually 

State  VR  agency.  84  responses;  122 
hours 

Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Office  of  Human  Development 
State  Agency  Management  Review 
RSA-00 
On  occasion 

State  VR  agencies,  166  responses;  3,320 
hours  y 

Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Revisions 

Health  Care  Financing  Administration 
(Medicare) 

Home  Health  Agency  Statement  of 
Reasonable  Cost 
HCFA-1728 
Aimually 

Home  health  agencies  participating  in 
medicare,  2,800  responses;  2,800  hours 
Richard  Eisinger.  395-6880 
Office  of  Human  Development 
Trainee  Appointment  Statement 
T-1 

Annually 

Institution  higher  learning  and  private 
non-profit  organization,  3,650 
responses;  1,216  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 

Reinstatements 

Office  of  Human  Development 
Case  Service  Report:  Federal-State 
Program  of  Vocational  Rehabilitation 
OHDS-RSA-300 
Annually 

State  VR  agencies,  681,000  responses: 
227,000  hours 
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Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Office  of  Human  Development 
Report  of  Vending  Facility  Program 
SRS-RSA-15 
Annually 

State  licensing  agencies,  54  responses; 
504  hours 

Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Robert  G. 
Masarsky — 755-5184 

New  Forms 

Equal  Opportunity 
Housing  Discrimination  Complaint/ 
Information  Form 
On  occasion 

Title  VIII  complaints,  200  responses;  200 
hours 

Richard  Sheppard,  395-6880 
Revisions 

Housing  Production  and  Mortgage 
Credit 

Request  for  Financial  Assistance 
FHA-2556  SFA 
On  occasion 

Purchasers  of  homes  financed  with  HUD 
insured  mortgagees;  200  responses; 

600  hours 

Richard  Sheppard,  395-6880 
Reinstatements 

Community  Planning  and  Development 
Request  for  Verification  of  Employment 
HUD-6233 
On  occasion 

Applicants  for  section  312  rehabilitation 
loans,  11,000  responses;  5,500  hours 
Richard  Sheppard,  395-6880 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
Request  for  Verification  of  Mortgage  or 
Deed  of  Trust 
HUD-6239 
On  occasion 

Applicants  for  section  312  rehabilitation 
loans,  11,000  responses;  2,750  hours 
Richard  Sheppard,  395-6880 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
Personal  Financial  Statement 
HUD-6243A 
On  occasion 

Investor  in  sole  proprietorship  in 
residential  or  mixed-use  property, 
11,000  responses;  11,000  hours 
Richard  Sheppard,  395-6880 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
Request  for  Verification  of  Deposit 
HUD-6234 
On  occasion 

Applicants  for  section  312  rehabilitation 
loans,  11,000  responses;  2,750  hours 
Richard  Sheppard,  395-6880 
Housing  Management 
Cost  of  Handling  Mortgages  Insured 
Under  Section  235 


NH-76-18 

Annually 

Members  of  mortgage  banking  industry, 
100  responses;  50  hours 
Richard  Sheppard,  395-6880 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Donald  E. 
URue— 633-3526 

New  Forms 

Offices,  Boards,  Division 
Section  504  Self-Evaluation  Form  * 

On  Occasion 

State  and  local  agencies  in  the  criminal 
justice  system,  1,000  responses;  3,000 
hours 

Andrew  R.  Uscher,  395-4814 

SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Clarence  E. 
Boston— 724-0419 

New  Forms 

Uncompensated  Registrar  Appointment  ^ 
SSS  402 
On  Occasion 

Unpaid  voluntary  registration  in  SSS 
registration,  3,000  responses;  100 
hours 

Phillip  T.  Balazs,  395-4814 

ACTION 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — ^Janies  B. 
Lancaster — ^254-3172 

New  Forms 

RSVP  Project  Study 
Single  time 

RSVP  project  direc.,  adv.  council,  staff, 
1,502  responses;  500  hours 
Arnold  Strasser,  395-6880 

FEDERAL  EMERGENCY  MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Linda 
Shiley— 254-9515 

Revisions 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Vacate  Temporary 
Housing 
FEMA  90-48 
On  Occasion 

Victims  of  Presidentially  declared 
disasters,  6,000  responses;  1,500  hours 
Edward  C.  Springer,  395-4814 
Final  Inspection  Report 
90-49 

On  Occasion 


'This  report  will  be  acted  on  before  the  normal 
10-day  period.  The  clearance  of  this  report  on  an 
expedited  basis  is  necessary  in  order  for  the  DO]  to 
publish  this  self-evaluation  form  with  the  regulation 
implementing  Section  504. 

'This  report  will  be  acted  on  before  normal  to¬ 
day  period.  The  clearance  of  this  report  on  an 
expedited  basis  is  necessary  in  order  for  the 
Selective  Service  System  to  prepare  and  distribute 
materials  to  overseas  locations  prior  to  the 
scheduled  beginning  of  the  1980  registration. 


Federal  and  State  government 
inspectors,  20,000  responses;  40,000 
hours 

Edward  C.  Springer,  395-4814 
Request  for  Advance  of  Reimbursement 
FEMA  90-51 
On  Occasion 

Local  governments  in  disaster  areas; 

12,500  responses;  6,250  hours 
Edward  C.  Springer,  395-4814 
Insurance  Commitment 
FEMA  90-50 
On  Occasion 

Local  government  in  disaster  areas, 
5,000  responses;  10,000  hours 
Edward  C.  Springer,  395-4814 

INTERNATIONAL  COMMUNICATION  AGENCY 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Mary  Jane 
Winnett— 523-4308 

Revisions 

Exchange-Visitor  Program  Application 

IAP-37 

Weekly 

Non-government  organizations  and 
institutions,  100  responses;  50  hours 
Phillip  T.  Balazs,  39^814 

RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD 

Agency  Clearance  Officer — Pauline 
Lohens— 312-751-4692 

Extensions 

Employer’s  Supplemental  Pension 
Report 
G-88P 
On  occasion 

Railroad  employers,  3,300  responses;  440 
hours 

Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Claim  for  Sickness  Benefits  Due 
Employee  *  *  *  at  Death 
SI-62 

On  occasion 

Survivor  of  deceased  employee,  3,000 
responses;  500  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
Authorization  of  Payment  and  Release 
of  all  Claims  at  Death  Benefits  and 
Annuity  Payments 
G-131 

On  occasion 

Survivors  of  railroad  employees,  700 
responses;  117  hours 
Barbara  F.  Young,  395-6880 
C.  Louis  Kincannon, 

Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Director  for  Reports 
Management. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14268  Filed  5-7-60: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3110-01-M 


PRESIDENT’S  COMMISSION  ON 
WHITE  HOUSE  FELLOWSHIPS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  Public 
Law  92-463,  the  Federal  Advisory 
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Committee  Act,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Annual  Selection  Meeting  for 
the  President's  Commission  on  White 
House  Fellowships  will  be  held  at  the 
Cross  Keys  Inn,  Columbia,  Maryland, 
On  May  1&-18, 1980. 

The  Annual  Selection  Meeting  is  part 
of  the  screening  process  of  the  White 
House  Fellowships  program.  During  this 
three-day  meeting  the  Airty-four 
national  finalists  will  be  interviewed  by 
the  members  of  the  Presidential 
Commission.  At  the  conclusion  of  this 
meeting,  the  Commission  recommends 
io  the  President  fourteen  to  twenty 
persons  to  serve  as  White  House 
Fellows.  On  May  19, 1980,  the  President 
will  announce  the  1980-81  class  of 
White  House  Fellows. 

It  has  been  determined  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Ofhce  of  Personnel 
Management  that  because  of  the  very 
nature  of  the  screening  process  where 
personnel  records  and  confidential 
character  references  must  be  used 
which,  if  revealed  to  the  public,  would 
constitute  a  clear  invasion  of  an 
applicant’s  privacy,  the  content  of  this 
meeting  falls  within  the  provisions  of 
Section  552b(c)(6)  of  title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code  and  that  this  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public. 

W.  Landis  Jones, 

Director. 

Determination  To  Close  the  Final  Selection 
Meeting  of  the  President’s  Commission  on 
White  House  Fellowships 

The  Hnal  selection  meeting  of  the 
President's  Commission  on  White  House 
Fellowships  is  part  of  the  screening  process 
leading  to  the  selection  of  individuals  for 
White  House  Fellowships.  In  this  meeting 
national  finalists  of  the  program  are 
interviewed  by  the  Commission  members. 
The  Commission  also  reviews  conHdential 
files  and  character  references  which,  we 
believe,  are  exempt  from  disclosure  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Freedom  of  Information  and 
Privacy  Acts.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
interviews,  the  Commission  recommends  to 
the  President  those  individuals  who  should 
serve  as  White  House  Fellows. 

This  meeting  is  covered  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act: 
Public  Law  92-463.  That  Act  provides  that 
meetings  may  be  closed  to  the  public  only  as 
provided  for  by  subsection  (c)  of  section  552b 
of  title  5,  United  States  Code.  That  section 
contains  the  ten  exemptions  to  the  open 
meeting  requirements  of  the  "Government  in 
the  Sunshine  Act”  Exemption  (6)  permits 
closing  of  meetings  where  they  would 
“disclose  information  of  a  personal  nature 
when  disclosure  would  constitute  a  clearly 
unwarranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy:” 

It  is  hereby  determined  that  the  flnal 
selection  meeting  of  the  President’s 
Commission  on  White  House  Fellowships  is 
concerned  with  personal  information  as 
described  in  exemption  (6)  above. 
Accordingly,  the  Hnal  selection  meeting  of 


the  Commission  to  be  held  on  May  16-18, 
1980,  shall  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Alan  K.  Campbell, 

Director,  Office  of  Personnel  Management 

(FR  Doc.  80-14136  Filed  5-7-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6325-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Rei.  No.  21548;  70-6451] 

Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric 
Co.;  Proposed  Short>Term  Borrowing 
Authorization 

May  2, 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Columbus 
and  Southern  Ohio  Electric  Company 
(“CSOE”),  215  North  Front  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215,  a  prospective 
electric  utility  subsidiary  of  American 
Electric  Power  Company,  Inc.  ("AEP”),  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
with  this  Commission  an  application 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”), 
designating  Section  6(b)  of  the  Act  and 
Rule  50(a)(2)  promulgated  thereunder  as 
applicable  to  the  proposed  transactions. 
All  interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application,  which  is  summarized  below, 
for  a  complete  statement  of  the 
proposed  transactions. 

By  Supplemental  Memorandum  and 
Order  dated  February  13, 1980  (HCAR 
No.  21433),  AEP  was  authorized  to 
acquire  the  common  stock  of  CSOE,  and 
by  Supplemental  Order  dated  March  28, 
1980  (HCAR  No.  21498),  AEP  was 
authorized  to  solicit  CSOE  stockholders 
under  the  tender  offer  related  to  such 
acquisition.  As  a  prospective  subsidiary 
of  AEP,  CSOE  has  requested  a  short¬ 
term  borrowing  authorization  through 
July  1, 1981,  in  an  aggregate  principal 
amount  not  to  exceed  $210,000,000.  As  of 
March  31, 1980,  CSOE  had  $74,578,000 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  short-term 
debt  outstanding.  Such  borrowings 
would  be  evidenced  by  notes,  to  be 
issued  and  sold  fi'om  time  to  time  under 
arrangements  further  described  below, 
with  no  such  notd  having  a  maturity 
later  than  March  31, 1982. 

Concerning  its  credit  arrangements, 
CSOE  states  that  it  has  (1)  lines  of  credit 
totaling  $113,066,000  with  38  banks;  (2)  a 
loan  agreement  (“Loan  Agreement”) 
with  certain  banks  for  up  to  $80,000,000 
of  loans  for  use  in  retiring  certain  of  its 
preferred  shares;  (3)  a  credit  agreement 
(“Credit  Agreement”)  with  Prulease,  Inc. 
(“Prulease”),  for  up  to  $30,000,000  of  fuel 
inventory  financing;  and  (4) 
arrangements  for  borrowing  up  to 
$23,000,000  fi'om  funds  managed  by 
certain  banks'  trust  departments. 


With  respect  to  CSOE’s  lines  of  credit, 
the  borrowings  will  be  from  banks  of 
two  classes.  Each  note  to  be  issued  to  a 
Class  I  and  Class  II  bank  will  mature 
not  more  than  270  days  after  the  date  of 
issuance  or  renewal  thereof,  and  will  be 
prepayable  at  any  time  without  premium 
or  penalty.  CSOE’s  credit  arrangements 
with  the  Class  I  banks  generally  require 
it  to  maintain  compensating  balances 
equal  to  a  percentage  of  the  line  of 
credit  made  available  by  the  banks  plus 
a  percentage  of  any  amount  actually 
borrowed  (not  in  excess  of  10%  of  the 
line  of  credit  and  10%  of  the  amount 
borrowed).  CSOE’s  credit  arrangements 
with  the  Class  n  banks  generally  require 
it  to  maintain  compensating  balances 
equal  to  a  percentage  of  one-half  of  the 
line  of  credit  made  available  by  the 
banks  plus  a  percentage  of  any  amount 
actually  borrowed  (not  in  excess  of  10% 
of  one-half  of  the  line  of  credit  and  10% 
of  the  amoimt  borrowed)  and  to  pay  a 
fee  (equal  to  a  percentage  (not  in  excess 
of  9%)  of  the  bank’s  prime  rate  or  10%  of 
the  prior  quarter’s  average  Treasury  Bill 
rate  times  one-half  the  amount  of  the 
line)  for  the  availability  of  the  remaining 
half  of  the  line  of  credit.  It  is  stated  that 
the  combination  of  the  compensating 
balances  and  the  fees  is  generally 
equivalent  to  compensating  balances 
not  in  excess  of  10%  of  the  line  of  credit 
made  available.  Borrowings  from  both 
Class  I  and  Class  II  banks  will  bear 
interest  at  an  annual  rate  not  greater 
than  the  bank’s  prime  rate  in  effect  from 
time  to  time.  The  effective  interest  cost 
of  borrowings  from  either  Class  I  or 
Class  II  banks  would  not  exceed  125%  of 
the  bank’s  prime  rate,  or  not  more  than 
23.125%  on  the  basis  of  a  prime  rate  of 
18.5%. 

With  respect  to  the  Loan  Agreement 
for  borrowings  of  up  to  $80,000,000,  it  is 
stated  that  such  borrowings  may  only  be 
used  to  purchase  for  retirement  certain 
of  CSOE’s  cumulative  preferred  shares, 
par  value  $25  and  $100,  in  connection 
with  a  transaction  separate  fi'om  but 
related  to  AEP’s  acquisition  of  CSOE’s 
common  shares.  The  details  concerning 
the  retirement  of  the  preferred  shares 
are  set  forth  in  the  Supplemental 
Memorandum  and  Order  dated  February 
13. 1980  (HCAR  No.  21433).  The  Loan 
Agreement  provides  for  the  issuance  of 
short-term  notes  to  the  lending  banks, 
each  such  note  (1)  being  payable  six 
months  from  the  date  of  issuance,  with 
provisions  for  issuing  new  short-term 
notes  in  payment  of  the  maturing  short¬ 
term  notes  on  dates  six.  twelve  and 
eighteen  months  after  the  initial 
drawdown;  (2)  bearing  interest  at  an 
annual  rate  of  102%  of  the  alternate  base 
rate  (the  higher  of  (a)  the  prime  rate  in 
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effect  from  time  to  time  of  Citibank, 
N.A^  on  90  day  loans  to  substantial 
commercial  borrowers,  or  (b)  ^  of  one 
percent  above  the  latest  three-week 
moving  average  of  secondary  market 
morning  offering  rates  in  the  United 
States  for  three-month  certiHcates  of 
deposit  of  major  United  States  money 
market  banks,  as  determined  weekly  by 
Citibank,  N.A.,  on  the  basis  of  certain 
reports,  such  average  adjusted  to  the 
nearest  Vi  of  one  percent,  or,  if  there  is 
no  nearest  Vi  of  one  percent,  then  to  the 
next  higher  Vi  of  one  percent);  (3)  being 
prepayable  in  whole  or  in  part  (not  less 
than  $5,000,000]  at  any  time. 

The  Loan  Agreement  also  contains  a 
provision  for  the  repayment  of  the  short¬ 
term  notes  on  the  second  anniversary  of 
the  drawdown  by  the  issuance  to  the 
banks  of  CSOE’s  term  notes,  payable  in 
four  substantially  equal  semiannual 
installments  of  principal  and  bearing 
interest  at  an  aimual  rate  of  104%  of  the 
alternate  base  rate.  CSOE  is  not  now 
seeking  authorization  to  issue  such  term 
notes,  which  will  be  the  subject  of  a 
future  filing  should  CSOE  desire  to  issue 
them.  Under  the  Loan  Agreement  CSOE 
is  required  to  use  the  net  proceeds  of 
any  sale  of  preferred  shares  to  prepay 
the  short-term  notes  or  the  term  notes, 
as  the  case  may  be.  Any  amounts 
prepaid,  whether  optionally  or 
mandatorily,  may  not  be  reborrowed. 
CSOE  is  required  to  pay  a  commitment 
fee  at  the  rate  of  V^  of  one  percent  per 
annum  on  the  banks’  commitment  under 
the  Loan  Agreement,  commencing 
December  1, 1979,  until  the  drawdown 
or  September  30, 1980,  whichever  is 
earlier.  The  effective  interest  cost  of 
borrowings  under  the  Loan  Agreement, 
assuming  a  prime  rate  of  18.5%,  would 
be  18.87%  for  the  short-term  notes  and 
19.24%  for  the  term  notes. 

With  respect  to  the  Credit  Agreement 
borrpwings,  CSOE’s  arrangements  'with 
Prulease  provide  for  loans  of  up  to 
$30,000,000.  Each  loan  is  to  be  an 
amount  equal  to  or  less  than  CSOE’s 
estimated  average  inventory  value  of 
coal  and  oil  for  the  month  in  which  the 
loan  is  made,  is  to  be  evidenced  by  a 
note,  and  is  to  be  secured  by  a  security 
interest  in  CSOE's  supply  of  coal  and 
fuel  oil  at  its  generating  stations.  Each 
note  matures  at  the  end  of  the  month  for 
which  the  loan  is  made,  except  for  the 
note  which  will  be  issued  the  first  day  of 
the  month  in  which  CSOE  becomes  a 
subsidiary  of  AEP,  which  note  will 
mature  on  September  30, 1980,  the  date 
of  termination  of  the  Credit  Agreement. 
Each  note  will  bear  interest  at  an  annual 
rate  equal  to  1.125%  plus  .1%  (subject  to 
adjustment)  as  an  indemnity  for  state 
and  local  income  taxes  plus  the  rate 


borne  by  (or  quoted  on)  commercial 
paper  issued  by  Prulease.  No 
compensating  balances  are  required. 
The  Credit  Agreement  may  be  renewed 
annually  for  one  year  at  a  time,  by 
Prulease,  with  CSOE’s  consent,  by 
Prulease’s  giving  notice  to  CSOE  on  or 
before  July  1  of  each  year.  The  effective 
interest  cost  of  borrowings  under  the 
Credit  Agreement,  based  on  the  17% 
interest  rate  for  commercial  paper 
issued  by  Prulease  on  April  15, 1980, 
would  be  18.225%  through  September  30, 
1980. 

With  respect  to  CSOE’s  arrangements 
for  borrowing  up  to  $23,000,000  from 
fimds  managed  by  certain  banks’  trust 
departments,  it  is  stated  that  such 
borrowings  will  be  evidenced  by  notes 
which  will  (1)  mature  180  days  fiom  date 
of  issuance,  (2)  be  payable  on  demand 
in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  holder,  and  be 
prepayable  in  whole  or  in  part  by  CSOE, 
and  (3)  bear  interest,  payable  monthly, 
at  the  discount  rate  then  in  effect  with 
respect  to  short-term  notes  of  Sears 
Roebuck  Acceptance  Corporation 
(which  rate  was  14.75%  on  April  5, 1980). 

The  proceeds  fi'om  the  short-term 
borrowings  (exclusive  of  the  proceeds 
from  borrowings  under  the  $80,000,000 
Loan  Agreement,  which  will  be  used 
exclusively  to  purchase  and  retire  CSOE 
preferred  stock  and  exclusive  of 
borrowings  imder  the  Credit  Agreement, 
which  will  be  used  to  purchase  fuel), 
will  be  added  to  CSOE’s  general  funds 
and  used  to  pay  for  construction 
expenditures  (estimated  at  $125,000,000 
for  1980]  and  for  other  corporate 
purposes. 

CSOE  claims  exemption  from  the 
competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  50  for  its  issuance  of  short-term 
notes  pursuant  to  Rule  50(a)(2). 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  proposed 
transactions  are  estimated  at  $168,400, 
including  commitment  fees  of  $165,000 
and  legal  fees  of  $1,400.  It  is  stated  that 
no  state  commission  and  no  federal 
commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transactions. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may  not  later  than 
May  27, 1980,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  application  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  should  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  upon  the  applicant 


at  the  above-stated  address,  and  proof 
of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date  the  application,  as  filed  or  as  it 
may  be  amended,  may  be  granted  as 
provided  in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant 
exemption  ffom  such  rules  as  provided 
in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take 
such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a 
hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any 
notices  and  orders  issued  in  this  matter, 
including  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14157  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  SOIO-OI-M 


[Release  No.  11151;  812-4351] 

Narragansett  Capital  Corp.  et  al.;  Filing 
of  Application  for  Order  Permitting 
Joint  Transaction 

May  2, 1980. 

In  the  matter  of  Narragansett  Capital 
Corporation,  40  Westminster  Street, 
Providence,  Rhode  Island  02903;  Charter 
Supply  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Gary  B.  Jacobsen, 
4562  Martindale  Road,  Philmont,  New 
York  12565. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Narragansett  Capital  Corporation 
(“Narragansett”),  a  non-diversified, 
closed-end,  management  investment 
company  registered  imder  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  and  a  licensed  small  business 
investment  company  under  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 

Charter  Supply  Co.,  Inc.  (“Charter”),  a 
company  in  which  Narragansett  has  a 
substantial  financial  interest,  and  Gary 
B.  Jacobsen  (“Jacobsen”),  a  prior 
employee  of  Narragansett  (hereinafter 
Narragansett,  Charter  and  Jacobsen  are 
collectively  referred  to  as  “Applicants”), 
filed  an  application  on  August  18, 1978, 
and  an  amendment  thereto  on  December 
7, 1979,  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and 
Rule  17d-l  thereunder,  permitting  the 
joint  investment  by  Narragansett  and 
Jacobsen  in  Charter.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  applcation  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  statement 
of  the  representations  contained  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 
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According  to  the  application,  the 
proposed  joint  investment  in  Charter  by 
Narragansett  and  Jacobsen  was  one  part 
of  a  larger  endeavor  by  Narragansett 
whereby  Narragansett  would  form  and 
finance  separate  corporations  to 
purchase  the  assets  of  six  divisions  of 
Consolidated  Foods  Corporation 
(“Consolidated”).  Applicants  state  that 
in  February  and  March  of  1978,  the 
management  of  Narragansett  entered 
into  negotiations  with  representatives  of 
Consolidated  and  reached  an  agreement 
of  principle  which  contemplated  the  sale 
of  the  assets  of  the  six  Consolidated 
divisions,  including  Charter  Supply 
Division  (“Charter  Division”),  to  new 
corporations  formed  by  Narragansett. 
Applicants  further  state  that 
Narragansett  envsioned  that  these  new 
corporations  would  be  Hnanced  through 
the  typical  format  used  by  Narragansett: 
A  bank  term  loan,  a  subordinated  loan 
from  Narragansett  and  equity 
participation  shared  by  Narragansett 
and  the  management  of  the  division 
being  acquired.  Applicants  additionally 
state,  however,  that  under  the  terms  of 
the  agreement,  Narragansett  was  not 
permitted  to  discuss  such  investment 
possibilities  with  the  management 
employees  of  the  several  Consolidated 
divisions  until  binding  purchase  and 
sale  agreements  had  been  entered  into 
between  Consolidated  and,  in  each  case, 
a  corporation  formed  by  Narragansett  to 
effect  the  purchase. 

Applicants  state  that  during  the 
period  of  April  through  July  of  1978,  the 
assets  of  the  six  divisions  of 
Consolidated,  including  Charter 
Division,  were  acquired  by  corporations 
formed  by  Narragansett.  All  the 
divisions,  except  Charter  Division,  were 
acquired  in  the  manner  envisioned  by 
Narragansett. 

As  stated  in  the  application, 
Narragansett  intended  to  finance  the 
acquisition  of  the  Charter  Division  in  the 
customary  manner,  but  the  transaction 
did  not  proceed  as  planned.  According 
to  the  application,  the  following  steps 
were  taken  to  effect  the  acquisition  of 
Charter.  Following  the  original 
discussions  with  Consolidated, 
Narragansett  obtained  a  commitment  in 
principle  from  Industrial  Capital 
Corporation  (“ICC”),  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Industrial  National  Bank 
of  Rhode  Island,  to  invest  in  Charter. 
Subsequently,  on  March  14, 1978, 
Narragansett  caused  the  incorporation 
of  Charter  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Rhode  Island.  As  of  March  30, 1978, 
Charter  and  Consolidated  entered  into 
an  Asset  Purchase  Agreement.  Under 
such  agreement.  Charter  acquired  all  the 
operating  assets  of  Charter  Division 


(accounts  receivable,  cash,  other  current 
assets,  inventories  and  fixed  assets)  and 
assumed  specific  liabilities  only 
(accounts  payable,  accrued  expenses, 
some  pension  liabilities  and  executory 
liabilities  under  existing  operating 
contracts)  for  a  total  purchase  price  of 
$3,727,125;  of  which  ^,159,000  was  paid 
at  the  closing  of  the  transaction  on  April 
24, 1978,  and  the  balance  was  paid  on 
July  20, 1978. 

Applicants  state  that  on  March  28, 
1978,  Narragansett  first  approached, 
with  Consolidated’s  consent,  the 
President  of  Charter  Division,  Raymond 
C.  Beck  (“Beck”),  regarding  the 
investment  opportunity  in  Charter. 
Applicants  further  state  that  although 
Narragansett  would  not  have  been 
adverse  to  having  other  members  of 
Charter  Division  invest,  they  felt  the 
participation  of  Beck  was  the  key  to 
management  equity  participation. 
According  to  the  application, 
management  of  Narragansett  was 
informed  by  April  10, 1978,  that  Beck 
might  not  be  interested  in  investing  in 
Charter  and  on  that  or  the  following  day 
held  stafr  meetings  to  discuss  the 
problem  of  Beck's  hesitancy.  Applicants 
state  that,  by  virtue  of  SBA  regulations 
and  Narragansett’s  general  investment 
policy,  the  Charter  acquisition 
transaction  could  not  be  consummated 
without  entrepreneurial  investors  and 
that  none  of  the  Consolidated  divisions 
could  be  acquired  if  the  Charter  Division 
was  not  acquired.  As  set  forth  in  the 
application,  Jacobsen,  a  Vice  President 
of  Narragansett.  suggested  at  the  staff 
meeting  of  April  10  or  11  that  he  might 
become  the  principal  voting  shareholder 
and  chief  executive  officer  of  Charter 
and  at  that  meeting,  Arthur  D.  Little 
(“Little”),  President  and  Chief  Executive 
Officer  of  Narragansett  agreed  to 
consider  such  a  proposal  if  Beck 
ultimately  chose  not  to  invest. 

Applicants  state  that  when  Jacobsen 
was  originally  employed  by 
Narragansett  on  May  13, 1975,  he  had 
made  it  clear  that  he  had  an  ultimate 
goal  of  becoming  involved  in  the 
ownership  and  operation  of  an  operating 
concern,  but  that  Narragansett  had 
made  no  offers  to  Jacobsen  of  any  kind 
with  respect  to  equity  participation  in 
any  portfolio  concern  and  that  he  did 
not  Imow  any  of  the  details  of  the 
Charter  business  or  the  proposed 
transaction  when  he  made  his  offer. 

According  to  the  application,  the 
following  events  occurred  prior  to  the 
closing  of  the  acquisition  of  Charter 
Division.  On  April  18, 1978,  Beck 
indicated  strongly  that  he  would 
probably  not  participate  in  the  equity 
ownership  of  Charter.  Subsequently,  on 


April  21, 1978,  Little  made  the  decision 
that  Jacobsen  would  be  allowed  to 
invest  in  Charter  if  Beck  finally  decided 
not  to  participate.  On  April  24, 1978, 
Narragansett  decided  that  it  would  be 
willing  to  give  up  35  shares,  out  of  its 
planned  purchase  of  245  shares  in  the 
event  Jacobsen  committed  to  purchase 
and  Beck  decided  at  some  later  date  to 
participate  after  rejecting  the 
opportunity  before  closing  on  the 
acquisition.  Jacobsen  completed  his 
review  of  the  private  placement 
memorandum  describing  the  investment 
opportunity  at  or  about  this  time. 

Applicants  state  that  at  the  closing  on 
the  acquisition  of  the  assets  of  Charter 
Division  on  April  24, 1978,  Beck  did  not 
make  the  proposed  equity  investment, 
but  that  Jacobsen  agreed  to  acquire  70 
shares  of  Class  A  Voting  Common  Stock 
of  Charter  for  $70,000  and  to  become 
Charter’s  Chief  Executive  Ofricer. 
Applicants  also  state  that  at  the  closing 
Industrial  National  Bank  of  Rhode 
Island  (“In  Bank”)  loaned  Charter 
$1,500,000  on  a  term  loan  basis,  and 
Narragansett  advanced  Charter 
$1,755,000  on  a  long-term  subordinated 
loan  basis.  Additionally,  Applicants 
state  that  at  closing  Narragansett 
purchased  10  of  the  210  shares  of  its 
equity  commitment  while  ICC  purchased 
none  of  its  commitment  of  23  shares  of 
Class  A  Voting  Common  Stock  and  12 
shares  of  Class  B  Non-Voting  Common 
Stock,  as  additional  equity  funds  were 
not  then  needed,  but  that  July  14, 1978, 
was  set  as  the  date  for  final  closing  on 
all  the  financial  arrangements. 

According  to  the  application,  Jacobsen 
met  with  Beck  on  April  25, 19787  the  day 
after  closing,  and  offered  him  an 
opportunity  to  purchase  35  shares  of 
Class  A  Voting  Common  Stock  and  to 
become  an  equity  participant  for 
$35,000.  As  set  out  in  the  application. 
Beck  accepted  the  offer  on  April  28, 

1978,  and  purchased  one  share  of  Class 
A  Stock  on  June  30, 1978.  Applicants 
state  that  on  July  14, 1978,  the  final 
closing  occurred,  with  Narragansett 
purchasing  200  shares  of  Class  B  Stock. 
ICC  purchasing  23  shares  of  Class  A 
Stock  and  12  shares  of  Class  B  Stock, 
Beck  purchasing  34  shares  of  Class  A 
Stock,  and  Jacobsen  depositing  $70,000 
into  an  escrow  accoimt  for  release  to 
Charter  in  return  for  70  shares  of  Class 
A  Common  Stock  only  upon  entry  of  a 
favorable  order  of  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  this  application.  Applicants 
further  state  that  on  July  14. 1978,  these 
same  persons  executed  a  Shareholders’ 
Agreement.  Applicants  state  that  until 
Jacobsen  becomes  a  shareholder  after 
the  entry  of  a  favorable  order  by  the 
Commission,  he  does  not  benefit  fitim. 
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nor  is  he  obligated  under  the 
Shareholders’  Agreement  which, 
generally,  provides:  (i)  Rights  of  first 
refusal  in  favor  of  shareholders  and 
Charter  in  the  event  of  the  sale  or 
transfer  of  Charter  shares  by  a 
shareholder:  (ii)  an  option  to  employee 
shareholders  to  sell  their  shares  to  other 
Charter  shareholders  at  book  value  if 
their  employment  is  terminated;  (iii]  an 
option  to  Charter  to  purchase,  at  book 
value,  shares  of  an  employee 
shareholder  whose  employment  is 
terminated;  (iv]  special  provisions  for 
Beck  to  sell  his  shares  to  other 
shareholders  or  Charter  if  his 
employment  is  terminated;  and  (v)  that 
Charter  will  have  a  four-man  Board  of 
Directors,  one  of  whose  members  is  to 
be  approved  by  ICC. 

As  stated  in  the  application,  when  the 
assets  of  Charter  Division  were  acquired 
on  April  24, 1978,  Charter’s  Board  of 
Directors  and  officers  consisted  of  Little, 
Robert  Manchester  and  William  P.  Lane, 
all  officers  of  Narragansett.  Applicants 
further  state  that  on  June  2, 1978,  a  new 
board  was  elected,  consisting  of:  Harvey 
J.  Sarles  (a  director  of  Narragansett); 
William  P.  Cohsidine  (a  director  of 
Narragansett);  Beck;  and  Jacobsen,  and 
the  following  new  officers  were  elected: 
President  and  Chief  Operating  Officer, 
Beck;  Treasurer  and  Chief  Executive 
Officer,  Jacobsen;  and  Secretary, 
Benjamin  P.  Harris,  III.  Applicants 
additionally  state  that  Sarles  receives 
$2,000  a  year  in  directors’  fees;  Beck 
receives  an  annual  salary  of  $60,000; 
Jacobsen  received  an  annual  salary  of 
$30,000  up  until  May  15, 1979,  and  now 
receives  an  aimual  salary  of  $45,000; 
Considine  is  not  compensated;  and 
Harris,  a  partner  in  the  law  firm  which 
serves  as  counsel  to  Charter,  is  not 
compensated  except  to  the  extent  that 
he  shares  in  legal  fees  billed  to  Charter 
by  the  law  firm. 

Section  2(a)(3)  of  the  Act,  in  pertinent 
part,  defines  an  affiliated  person  of 
another  person  as  any  officer,  director, 
partner,  copartner,  or  employee  of  such 
other  person.  Section  17(d)  of  the  Act 
and  Rule  17d-l  thereunder,  taken 
together,  provide,  in  part,  that  it  is 
unlawful  for  an  affiliated  person  of  a 
registered  investment  company,  or  an 
affiliated  person  of  such  person,  acting 
as  principal,  to  effect  any  transaction  in 
which  such  investment  company  is  a 
joint  participant,  without  the  permission 
•of  the  Commission.  Rule  17d-l  provides, 
in  part,  that  in  passing  upon  applications 
for  orders  granting  such  permission,  the 
Commission  will  consider  (i)  whether 
the  participation  of  the  investment 
company  in  such  transaction  on  the 
basis  proposed  is  consistent  with  the 


provisions,  policies  and  purposes  of  the 
Act,  and  (ii)  the  extent  to  which  such 
participation  is  on  a  basis  different  from 
or  less  advantageous  than  that  of  other 
participants. 

Applicants  acknowledge  that  because 
of  Jacobsen’s  employment  with 
Narragansett  at  the  time  he  committed 
himself  to  purchase  Charter  shares,  he 
was  an  affiliated  person  of  Narragansett 
and,  therefore,  his  participation  with 
Narragansett  in  the  financing  requires 
Commission  approval  imder  Rule  17d-l. 
Applicants  state  that  as  of  April  1978, 
Jacobsen  was  a  vice  president  of 
Narragansett,  earning  an  annual  salary 
of  $35,000  and  participating  in 
Narragansett’s  pension  plan  and 
medical  and  disability  program. 
Applicants  further  state  that  on  May  15, 
1978,  Jacobsen  terminated  his 
employment  with  Narragansett,  and 
thus  forewent  participation  in  a  planned 
management  incentive  compensation 
plan  being  instituted  by  Narragansett  for 
the  fiscal  year  beginning  April  1, 1978, 
under  which  it  is  estimated  that 
Jacobsen  would  have  received  between 
$10,000  and  $20,000  for  the  first  year  if 
he  had  continued  his  employment. 
Additionally,  Applicants  state  that 
during  Jacobsen’s  employment  at 
Narragansett,  he  was  granted  qualified 
employee  stock  options  for  10,000  shares 
of  Narragansett  Common  Stock;  all  of 
such  options  were  exercised  by 
Jacobsen.  Applicants  further  state  that 
on  May  16, 1978,  Jacobsen  became  an 
employee  of  Charter  and  was 
compensated  with  an  annual  salary  of 
$30,000,  which  was  raised  to  $45,000  on 
May  15, 1979,  and  the  regular  employee 
benefits  of  Charter,  including  group 
insurance,  hospitalization  plans  and 
pension  plan.  As  stated  in  the 
application,  Jacobsen  also  entered  into  a 
consulting  agreement  with  Narragansett, 
pursuant  to  which  he  received  a  fee  of 
$30,000  for  advising  certain  of 
Narragansett's  portfolio  companies 
during  the  year  ending  May  15, 1979,  and 
is  expected  to  receive  $15,000  for  the 
year  ending  May  15, 1980. 

Applicants  assert  that  the  proposed 
investment  by  Narragansett  and 
Jacobsen  in  Charter  is  consistent  with 
the  provisions,  policies  and  purposes  of 
the  Act  for  the  following  reasons:  (1)  No 
insiders  or  special  classes  of  security 
holders  of  Narragansett  or  Charter  are 
being  given  preferential  treatment  by 
virtue  of  the  proposed  transactions,  as 
all  shareholders  will  own  shares  of 
Common  Stock  purchased  at  the  same 
price  with  identical  rights  and 
obligations,  except  that  Jacobsen,  Beck, 
and,  in  part,  ICC  will  hold  voting  shares; 
this  difference,  however,  results  not 


from  the  desire  to  give  affiliates 
preferential  treatment,  but  from 
restrictions  imposed  by  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  which  have 
impelled  Narragansett  not  to  purchase 
voUng  securities  in  all  recently  effected 
investments,  except  in  those  limited 
instances  where  management  of 
Narragansett  feels  that  the  nature  of  the 
company  warrants  the  maintenance  of  a 
voting  position;  (2)  the  Shareholders’ 
Agreement  provides  that  if  Narragansett 
sells  its  Class  B  Non-Voting  Common 
Stock  to  an  unaffiliated  party  such  stock 
may  be  converted  into  Class  A  (voting) 
Common  Stock,  thus  giving  Narragansett 
the  equivalent  of  voting  stock  in  terms  of 
its  value  upon  disposition;  (3)  Jacobsen 
is  not  being  given  preferential  treatment 
as  against  Beck  and  ICC;  he  would  end 
up  with  a  majority  of  the  voting  stock 
only  because  he  was  the  only  individual 
willing  to  invest  the  substantial  dollars 
needed  to  assume  voting  control;  and  (4) 
the  proposed  transactions  do  not 
involve  the  issuance  of  securities  by 
Charter  with  inequitable  provisions. 

Applicants  further  assert  that 
Narragansett’s  participation  in  the 
equity  investment  in  Charter  is  on  a 
basis  identical  to  the  participation  of 
others,  with  one  exception:  the  fact  that 
Narragansett  will  not  own  any  voting 
securities.  As  set  forth  above. 

Applicants  state  that  such  difference  is 
needed  for  tax  reasons  and  that  such 
difference  does  not  cause  the 
participation  to  be  on  a  basis  less 
advantageous  than  that  of  any  other 
participant  since  Narragansett  is  the 
largest  single  stockholder  of  Charter  and 
will  share  in  its  good  fortunes  on  a  pro¬ 
rata  basis  with  other  shareholders. 
Applicants  further  state  that,  as  a 
substantial  lender  to  Charter. 
Narragansett  maintains  considerable 
protection  over  its  investment  through 
the  covenants  set  forth  in  the  investment 
agreement  between  Narragansett  and 
Charter,  and  that  Jacobsen’s 
participation  resulted  from  arms-length 
negotiations  between  Jacobsen  and 
Narragansett,  with  the  acquiescence  of 
ICC,  and  in  no  circumstances  did 
Jacobsen  use  (or  have  the  power  to  use) 
his  position  with  Narragansett  to  place 
Narragansett  in  a  disadvantageous 
position  or  to  place  himself  in  an 
advantageous  position,  as  Jacobsen 
purchased  into  an  investment 
opportunity  which  Narragansett  was 
ready,  willing  and  able  to  offer  to  a  non¬ 
affiliate. 

As  stated  above.  Section  17(d)  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  17d-l  thereunder,  prohibit 
an  affiliated  person,  acting  as  principal, 
to  effect  any  transaction  in  which  such 
investment  company  is  a  joint 
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participant,  without  the  permission  of 
the  Commission.  Applicants  have  stated 
that  none  of  transactions  occurring  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition  of  the 
assets  of  Charter  Division,  other  than 
the  investment  by  Jacobsen,  are  subject 
to  Section  17(d)  or  Rule  17d-l.  Thus,  the 
application  does  not  seek  relief  for  such 
other  transactions.  Accordingly,  an 
order  granting  the  relief  requested  by 
Applicants  shall  not  be  deemed  to 
constitute  approval  by  the  Commission 
of  such  other  transactions  nor  be 
determinative  of  their  appropriateness. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
May  27, 1980,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  shall  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  communication 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commisison, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personnaly  or  by 
mail  upon  Applicants  at  the  addresses 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an  attorney- 
at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following 
said  date  unless  the  Commission 
thereafter  orders  a  hearing  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing,  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  any  notices  and 
orders  issued  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary, 

|FR  Doc.  80-M1S6  Filed  S-7-60:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  W1IHI1-M 


(Fife  No.  SOO-1] 

Oceania  Resources,  Inc.;  Order  of 
Suspension  of  Trading 

May  1, 1980. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  that  there  are 
questions  which  have  been  raised 
regarding  the  lack  of  current  accurate 
and  adequate  information  concerning  an 
announced  refinery  project  in  the  Fiji 


Islands,  potential  drilling  ventures  and 
the  status  of  the  most  recent  audit  of 
Oceania  Resources,  Inc.,  the 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
public  interest  and  the  protection  of 
investors  require  a  summary  suspension 
of  trading  in  the  securities  of  Oceania 
Resources,  Inc. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  12(k)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  trading  in  such  secmities  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  or 
otherwise  is  suspended,  for  die  period 
fi-om  11:30  a.m.  on  May  1, 1980  through 
midnight  on  May  10, 1980. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14160  Rled  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  MKHU-M 


[Rei.  No.  34-1677%  FUe  No.  SR-OCC-80-3] 

Options  Clearing  Corp.;  Self- 
Regulatory  Organizations;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s  (b)(1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4. 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  April  24. 1980,  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
rule  change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Article  III,  Section  8  of  the 
By-Laws  of  The  Options  Clearing 
Corporation  (“OCC”),  and  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  set  forth  in  Article 
IX,  Section  9  of  said  By-Laws,  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  OCC  has  determined  to 
revise  OCC’s  clearing  fees  by  reducing 
the  fee  for  all  Exchange  transactions 
cleared  through  OCC  (other  than 
market-maker  scratch  transactions) 
from  $0,085  per  contract  to  $0,075  per 
contract.  The  reduction  is  to  become 
effective  with  the  May,  1980  billing 
(covering  the  month  of  April,  1980). 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  purpose  of  the  fee  reduction  is  to 
adjust  OCC’s  clearing  fees  to  a  level 
more  closely  approximating  OCC’s 
operating  costs,  while  at  the  same  time 
enabling  OCC  to  maintain  capital, 
surplus  and  reserves  sufficient  for  its 
needs  and  consistent  with  the  principles 
set  forth  in  Article  IX,  Section  9  of  its 
By-Laws. 

OCC  believes  that  the  reduction  of 
clearing  fees  for  transactions  is 
reasonable  in  light  of  OCC’s  anticipated 
revenues  from  clearing  fees  and  its 


anticipated  operating  costs  and  other 
needs.  *1110  fee  reduction  results  in  the 
fees  for  all  transactions  other  than 
market-maker  scratch  transactions 
being  $0,075  which  approximates  the 
cost  to  OCC  of  handling  such  contracts 
at  conservative  volume  levels. 
Accordingly.  OCC  believes  that  the 
proposed  fee  reduction  allocates 
reasonable  fees  in  an  equitable  manner 
among  OCC’s  Clearing  Members. 

Comments  were  not  and  are  not 
intended  to  be  solicited  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change. 

OCC  does  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  fee  reduction  would  impose 
any  burden  on  competition. 

'The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  At 
any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the  filing 
of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  6  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  and 
of  all  written  submissions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of 
such  filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  filing  number 
referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  May 
29, 1980. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulations,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

May  2, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14159  Filed  5-7-00: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange; 
Application  for  Unlisted  Trading 
Privileges  and  of  Opportunity  for 
Hearing 

April  30, 1980. 

The  above  named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
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the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  pursuant  to  Section 
12(f)(1)(C)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”)  and  Rule  12f-l 
thereunder  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  in:  , 

Central  Jersey  Industries,  Inc.  (File  No. 

7-5519)  Common  Stock  $1  Par  Value; 

8%  Series  F  Contingent  Notes:  8% 

Series  H  Contingent  Notes  and 

Certificates  of  Contingent  Interest. 
These  securities  which  are  not  listed  on 
any  national  securities  exchange  are 
currently  being  traded  on  the  exchange 
pursuant  to  Rule  12a-5  under  the  Act  [17 
CFR  240.12a-5]. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  on  or  before  May  29, 1980, 
written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  above-referenced 
application.  Persons  desiring  to  make 
written  comments  should  Hie  three 
copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Following  this 
opportunity  for  hearing,  the  Commission 
will  approve  the  application  if  it  finds, 
based  upon  all  the  information  available 
to  it,  that  the  extensions  of  unlisted 
trading  privileges  pursuant  to  such 
application  are  consistent  with  the 
maintenance  of  fair  and  orderly  markets 
and  the  protection  of  investors. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14158  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  BOIO-OI-M 


[Rel.  No.  21545;  70-6453] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma; 
Proposed  Charter  Amendments  and 
Order  Authorizing  Solicitation  of* 
Proxies  in  Connection  Therewith 

May  1, 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Public 
Service  Company  of  Oklahoma  (“PSO”), 
212  East  Sixth  Street,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma 
74119,  an  electric  utility  subsidiary 
company  of  Central  and  South  West 
Corporation  (“CSW"),  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  Hied  a  declaration 
with  this  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act"),  designating  Sections  6(a),  7 
and  12(e)  of  the  Act  and  Rules  62  and  65 
promulgated  thereunder  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transaction.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  declaration, 
which  is  summarized  below,  for  a 
complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transaction. 

PSO  proposes  to  amend  its  Amended 
Articles  of  Incorporation,  as  amended 


(the  "Articles"),  to  authorize  an  increase 
in  the  proportion  of  permitted  unsecured 
debt  of  PSO  that  may  mature  in  less 
than  10  years,  PSO  proposes  that  the 
Articles  be  amended  to  allow  it  to  incur 
unsecured  obligations  maturing  in  less 
than  ten  years  (“short-term  debt")  up  to 
an  amount  not  to  exceed  20%  of  the  sum 
of  PSO's  total  secured  debt,  capital 
stock  and  surplus  (“total 
capitalization"):  Provided,  That  after 
June  30, 1985,  short-term  debt 
outstanding  and  not  maturing  prior  to 
July  1, 1986  could  not  exceed  10%  of , 
total  capitalization.  Currently  the 
Articles  do  not  allow  PSO  to  incur  short¬ 
term  debt  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  10% 
of  total  capitalization  without  the 
approval  of  the  holders  of  a  majority  of 
the  Preferred  Stock  outstanding.  The 
proposed  amendment  would  reinstate 
that  restriction  on  incurring  short-term 
debt  after  June  30, 1985.  The  purpose  of 
the  proposed  amendment  is  to  increase 
the  alternatives  available  to  PSO  in 
meeting  its  financing  needs.  As  of  March 
31, 1980,  the  existing  short-term  debt 
limitations  of  the  Articles  restricted  the 
amount  of  short-term  debt  that  PSO 
could  have  outstanding  to  a  total  of 
approximately  $91,000,000. 

PSO’s  estimated  construction  and  fuel 
exploration  and  development 
expenditures  (inclusive  of  allowance  for 
funds  used  during  construction)  total 
$197,000,000  for  1980  and  $185,000,000 
for  1981,  respectively.  In  order  to 
continue  to  pay  ongoing  construction 
expenditures  PSO  has  secured  a  ten 
year  $90,000,000  non-negotiable  loan 
from  six  major  banks.  The  principal 
amount  of  the  notes  is  due  May  15, 1990 
and  interest  is  payable  quarterly.  This 
loan  along  with  PSO’s  currently 
outstanding  short-term  borrowings  of 
$90,000,000  is  the  maximum  amount  of 
unsecured  debt  PSO  may  issue.  The 
bank  notes  are  prepayable  at  any  time 
without  penalty.  The  amendment  will 
still  limit  PSO’s  unsecured  obligations  to 
a  total  of  $180,000,000.  but  as  a  result  of 
the  amendment,  all  such  borrowings 
could  be  short-term  debt.  The  proposed 
amendment  would  give  PSO  the  ability 
to  prepay  the  bank  notes  at  anytime 
with  short-term  debt.  Such  prepayment 
would  occur  if  in  PSO’s  opinion  it  were 
economically  in  PSO’s  best  interest. 

PSO  proposes  to  call  a  special 
meeting  of  its  shareholders  (both 
Preferred  Stock  and  Common  Stock)  to 
be  held  on  or  about  June  9, 1980  to 
consider  and  vote  upon  the  adoption  of 
the  proposed  amendment  PSO  proposes 
to  mail  the  Notice  and  Proxy  Statement, 
together  with  Proxy,  on  or  about  May  9, 
1980,  to  all  shareholders  of  record  on  the 


books  of  PSO  at  the  close  of  business  on 
April  30, 1980. 

Each  share  of  Common  Stock  is 
entitled  to  one  vote  with  respect  to  the 
amendment  and  each  share  of  Preferred 
Stock  is  entitled  to  ten  votes  with 
respect  to  the  amendment.  Under 
Oklahoma  law  and  the  terms  of  the 
Articles,  the  proposed  amendment 
requires  the  affirmative  vote  of  the 
holders  of  at  least  two-thirds  of  the 
outstanding  shares  of  Preferred  Stock 
(voting  as  a  class)  entitled  to  vote  at  the 
meeting  and  the  affirmative  vote  of  the 
holders  of  at  least  a  majority  of  the 
votes  of  the  outstanding  shares  of 
Preferred  Stock  and  Common  Stock 
(voting  together)  entitled  to  vote  at  the 
meeting.  CSW  is  the  holder  of  all 
10,482,000  outstanding  shares  of  PSO’s 
Common  Stock  and  had  indicated  its 
intention  to  vote  such  shares  in  favor  of 
the  proposed  amendment. 

Fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  proposed 
transaction  are  estimated  at  $11,000.  No 
state  commission  and  no  federal 
commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any 
interested  person  may,  not  later  than 
May  28, 1980,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  declaration,  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  should  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  upon  the  declarant 
at  the  above  stated  address,  and  proof 
of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  declaration,  as  filed,  or  as 
it  may  be  amended,  may  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  provided  by  Rule  23 
of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  or  the 
Commission  may  grant  exemption  from 
such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules  20(a) 
and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other  action 
as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that 
the  declaration,  insofar  as  it  proposes  to 
solicitation  of  proxies  from  PSO’s 
stockholders,  should  be  permitted  to 
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become  effective  forthwith  pursuant  to 
Rule  62: 

It  is  ordered  that  the  declaration 
regarding  the  proposed  solicitation  of 
proxies  of  PSO’s  stockholders  be,  and  it 
hereby  is,  permitted  to  become  effective 
forthwith  pursuant  to  Rule  62  and 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
prescribed  in  Rule  24  under  the  Act. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14161  Filed  S-7-S0;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  SOIO-OI-M 


SELECTIVE  SERVICE  SYSTEM 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Notices  of  System 
of  Records,  Proposed  System  of 
Records 

agency:  Selective  Service  System. 
action:  Proposed  System  of  Records. 

summary:  The  Selective  Service  System 
proposes  to  establish  an  additional 
system  of  records  necessitated  by  the 
resumption  of  registration  under  the 
Military  Selective  Service  Act  (50  U.S.C. 
App.  453).  The  proposed  system  pertains 
to  information  on  the  Registration  Card 
furnished  by  a  registrant  who  registers 
after  1979. 

COMMENT  DATE:  Comments  are  due  on 
or  before  Jime  9, 1980. 
address:  Selective  Service  System. 
ATTN:  Records  Manager.  600  E  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20435. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  E.  Boston,  Records  Manager, 

Selective  Service  System,  600  E  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20435.  Phone 
(202)  724-0419. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Selective  Service  System  of  Records 
appears  at  41  FR  53692. 

The  proposed  system  of  records  is: 

SSS-10 

SYSTEM  name: 

Registrant  Registration  Records  (after 
1979)— SSS 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

National  Headquarters,  Selective 
Service  System,  600  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20435. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIOUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Registrants  of  the  Selective  Service 
System. 

categories  of  records  in  the  system: 
Individual  Registration  Records, 

a.  Registration  Form. 


b.  Computer  tape  and  microfilm 
copies  containing  information  provided 
by  registrants  on  Registration  Form. 

authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Section  3, 10(b)(3)  and  15(b)  of  the 
Military  Selective  Service  Act  (50  U.S.C. 
App.  453, 460(b)(3),  465(b)),  EO  9979,  EO 
9992,  EO  11623. 

routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
THE  system,  including  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Department  of  Defense — for  exchange 
of  information  concerning  registration, 
classification,  enlistment,  examination 
and  induction  of  individuals,  availability 
of  Standby  Reservists,  and,  if  registrant 
gives  approval,  identification  of 
prospects  for  recruiting. 

Alternate  service  employers — for 
exchange  of  information  with  employers 
regarding  a  registrant  who  is  a 
conscientious  objector  for  the  purpose  of 
placement  and  supervision  of 
performance  of  alternate  service  in  lieu 
of  induction  into  military  service. 

Department  of  Justice — for  review  and 
processing  of  suspected  violations  of  the 
Military  Selective  Service  Act,  or  for 
perjury,  and  for  defense  of  a  civil  action 
arising  from  administrative  processing 
under  such  Act. 

Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation — for 
location  of  an  individual  when 
suspected  of  violation  of  the  Military 
Selective  Service  Act. 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service — to  provide  information  for  use 
in  determining  an  individual’s  eligibility 
for  re-entry  into  the  United  States. 

Department  of  State — for 
determination  of  an  alien’s  eligibility  for 
possible  entry  into  the  United  States 
and  United  States  citizenship. 

Office  of  Veteran’s  Reemployment 
Rights,  United  States  Department  of 
Labor — to  assist  veterans  in  need  of 
information  concerning  reemployment 
rights. 

General  Public — Registi  ant’s  Name, 
Selective  Service  Number,  and  Date  of 
Birth.  Military  Selective  Service  Act 
Section  6,  50  U.S.C.  App.  456. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
^RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Records  are  maintained  on  microHlm 
and  in  the  computer  system. 

RETRIEVABIUTV: 

The  system  is  indexed  by  Selective 
Service  Number. 


safeguards: 

Measures  that  have  been  taken  to 
prevent  unauthorized  disclosure  of 
records  are: 

a.  Records  are  maintained  by 
authorized  personnel  only,  who  have 
been  trained  in  the  rules  and  regulations 
concerning  disclosure  of  information; 
offices  are  locked  when  authorized 
personnel  not  on  duty. 

b.  Periodic  security  checks  and  other 
emergency  planning. 

c.  Records  transferred  for  storage  are 
boxed  and  taped;  records  in  transit  for 
temporary  custody  of  another  office  are 
sealed. 

Records  eligible  for  destruction  are 
destroyed  by  maceration,  shredding  or 
burning. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Individual  Processing  Records: 

1.  Registration  Form — ^Destroyed 
when  its  information  has  been 
transferred  onto  microfilm  and  into  the 
computer  system. 

2.  The  record  copy  of  microfilm  and 
computer  tape  will  be  retained  until 
registrant  reaches  85  years  of  age. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Director  of  Selective  Service  System, 
National  Headquarters,  Selective 
Service  System,  600  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20435 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

The  agency  office  address  to  which 
inquiries  should  be  addressed  and  the 
location  at  which  an  individual  may 
present  a  request  as  to  whether  the 
Registrant  Registration  Records  System 
(after  1979)  contains  records  pertaining 
to  himself  is: 

Director  of  Selective  Service  System, 
National  Headquarters,  Selective 
Service  System,  600  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20435,  Attn:  Records 
Manager. 

It  is  necessary  to  furnish  the  following 
information  in  order  to  identify  the 
individual  whose  records  are  requested: 

1.  Full  name  of  the  individual. 

2.  Selective  Service  Number;  or  Social 
Security  number,  date  of  birth  and 
address  at  time  of  registration  if 
Selective  Service  Number  is  not  known. 

3.  Mailing  address  to  which  the  reply 
should  be  mailed. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

An  individual  can  obtain  information 
on  the  procedures  for  gaining  access  to 
and  contesting  records  through; 

Director  of  Selective  Service  System, 
National  Headquarters,  Selective 
Service  System,  600  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20435,  Attn:  Records 
Manager. 
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CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

See  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  contained  in  the 
Registrant  Registration  Records  System 
(after  1979)  is  obtained  from  the 
individual. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACR 

None. 

James  G.  Bond, 

Deputy  Director. 

May  5. 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  60-14271  Filed  5-7-80;  S:4S  am) 

BILLING  CODE  801S-01-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Advisory  Committee  on  Small  and 
Minority  Business  Ownership;  Public 
Meeting 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  Small 
and  Minority  Business  Ownership, 
located  in  Washington,  D.C.,  will  hold  a 
public  meeting  at  8:30  a.m.  imtil  5  p.m., 
Monday,  June  16, 1980,  at  the  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  Room  2010, 
725  17th  Street.  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503,  to  discuss  such  business  as  may 
be  presented  by  the  Committee 
members.  Attendance  is  open  to  the 
interested  public,  however,  available 
space  is  limited. 

With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  attend  and/or  present  oral 
statements  should  notify  Mr.  Milton 
Wilson,  Jr..  Director.  Capital  Ownership 
Development,  Small  Business 
Administration.  Room  317, 1441  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20416, 10  days 
in  advance  of  the  meeting  date.  The 
public  may  present  a  written  statement 
to  the  Committee  at  any  time. 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

Michael  B.  Kraft, 

Deputy  Associate  for  Advisory  Councils. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14251  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  S025-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

(Public  Notice  CM-8/296] 

Advisory  Committee  on  International 
Investment,  Technology,  and 
Development;  Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  will  hold 
meetings  on  May  30  of  the  Working 
Group  on  Restrictive  Business  Practices 
and  the  Working  Group  on  Transfer  of 
Technology  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  International  Investment, 


Technology,  and  Development.  The 
Working  Groups  will  meet  together  from 
9:30  to  12:00  and  reconvene  from  1:30  to 
4:00.  The  meeting  will  be  held  in  Room 
1107  of  the  State  Department.  2201  C 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20520.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  an  analysis  of  the  just  concluded 
Code  of  Conduct  on  Restrictive  Business 
Practices.  The  results  of  the  resumed 
session  of  the  U.N.  Conference  on  the 
Transfer  of  Technology  will  also  be 
reviewed. 

Requests  for  further  information  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to 
Richard  Kauzlarich,  Department  gf 
State,  Office  of  Investment  Affairs. 
Bureau  of  Economic  and  Business 
Affairs,  Washington,  D.C.  20520.  He  may 
be  reached  by  telephone  on  (area  code 
202)  632-2728. 

Members  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  contact 
Mr.  Kauzlarich’s  office  in  order  to 
arrange  entrance  to  the  State 
Department  building. 

The  Chairman  of  the  working  group, 
will,  as  time  permits,  entertain  oral 
comments  from  members  of  the  public 
attending  the  meeting. 

Dated:  April  29, 1980. 

Richard  D.  Kauzlarich, 

Executive  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14196  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4710-07-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[CGD  SO-SO] 

Proposed  Railroad  Bridge  Across  the 
Mystic  River,  Mile  2.4,  Between  the 
Towns  of  Groton  and  Stonington, 
Conn.;  Public  Hearing 

The  Commandant  has  authorized  a 
public  hearing  to  be  held  by  the 
Commander.  Third  Coast  Guard  District 
in  conjunction  with  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  (FRA).  The  hearing  will 
be  held  at  the  Mystic  Community 
Center,  23  Pearl  Street.  Mystic, 
Connecticut  on  Tuesday.  June  3  from 
7:30  p.m,  to  10:00  p.m.  TTie  purpose  of  the 
hearing  is  to  hear  testimony  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment 
pursuant  to  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA)  and  on 
navigation  pursuant  to  Section  9  of  the 
Rivers  and  Harbors  Act  of  1899  and 
other  bridge  statues. 

A  draft  Environmental  Impact/4(f) 
Statement  (EIS)  on  the  proposed  action 
was  filed  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  on  October  16. 1979 


in  compliance  with  NEPA,  Copies  of  the 
draft  EIS  and  Coast  Guard  Public  Notice 
3-410  are  available  for  review  at  the 
following  locations: 

Connecticut  State  Library  in  Hartford, 
Conn:  Groton  Public  Library.  Groton, 
Conn:  Mystic/Noank  Library  in  Mystic, 
Conn. 

Copies  of  Coast  Guard  Public  Notice 
3^10  are  also  available  by  calling  212- 
668-7994  or  by  writing  to  the 
Commander(oan-br).  Third  Coast  Guard 
District,  Governors  Island,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10004. 

The  proposed  action  is  the 
replacement  of  a  swing  bridge  across 
the  Mystic  River,  mile  2.4,  replacement 
of  railroad  and  adjacent  access  road 
bridges  across  Bennet's  Cove,  mile  0.05 
and  their  approaches  between  the  towns 
of  Groton  and  Stonington,  Coimecticut. 
The  existing  swing  bridge  provides  a 
horizontal  clearance  of  65  feet  between 
fenders,  normal  to  the  axis  of  the 
channel  and  a  vertical  clearance  of  4 
feet  above  mean  high  water  in  the 
closed  position  (unlimited  in  the  open 
position).  The  existing  fixed  Bennet’s 
Cove  bridge  provides  a  horizontal 
clearance  of  14'  and  a  vertical  clearance 
of  3.8'. 

The  character  of  the  work  is  the 
reconstruction  of  AM'TRAK's  Mystic 
River  Bridge  75' ±  south  of  its  present 
location.  The  bridge  will  be  tied  into  the 
mainland  by  way  of  a  trestle  structure 
on  each  side  of  the  swing  span  section. 

A  portion  of  the  existing  east 
embankment  will  be  removed  and  the 
existing  channel  widened  at  the  bridge 
location. 

The  proposed  swing  bridge  will 
provide  a  horizontal  clearance  of  90' ± 
between  fenders  normal  to  the  axis  of 
each  channel  and  a  vertical  clearance  of 
8.85' ±  above  mean  high  water  when 
measured  to  low  steel  of  the  structure. 

Construction  will  cause  some 
restriction  to  marine  traffic  on  the 
Mystic  River.  It  is  expected  that 
construction  will  begin  February  1981. 
During  the  first  9  months  or  until 
approximately  October  1981,  only  the 
existing  65'  west  channel  will  be 
available  for  navigation.  During  the 
following  11  months,  the  west  channel 
will  be  restricted  to  50'  with  a  proposed 
6  week  bridge  closure  occurring 
sometimes  between  15  November  and  1 
April  only.  If,  due  to  construction 
delays,  the  6  week  closure  cannot  be 
accomplished  and  completed  between 
the  above  dates,  the  closure  will  be 
rescheduled  for  the  following  year  to 
minimize  impact  on  the  mariner  and 
marine  oriented  industries. 

In  addition  to  the  Mystic  River  Bridge, 
comments  will  be  received  for  the 
reconstruction  of  the  Bennet’s  Cove 
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fixed  railroad  and  access  road  bridges. 
The  proposed  railroad  bridge  will  be 
located  32  ±  feet  (center-line  to  center- 
line]  south  of  the  existing  railroad 
bridge.  A  fixed  access  road  bridge 
whose  center-line  will  be  24'5"±  north 
of  the  center-line  of  the  proposed 
railroad  bridge  will  be  constructed. 

The  pro{)08ed  new  Bennet’s  Cove 
bridge  structures  will  provide  a 
minimum  vertical  clearance  of  4.7' ± 
above  mean  high  water  when  measured 
to  the  low  point  of  the  structure.  This  is 
an  increase  of  21  ±  inches  over  the 
existing  clearance.  A  horizontal 
clearance  of  14'±  will  be  provided 
through  the  span  when  measured  normal 
to  the  axis  of  the  channel. 

The  overall  project  length  is  about  one 
mile.  The  project  is  to  be  funded  100 
percent  by  the  Federal  Government  as 
part  of  the  Northeast  Corridor 
Improvement  Project  under 
authorization  of  the  Railroad 
Revitalization  and  Regulatory  Reform 
Act  of  1978. 

The  hearing  will  be  informal.  Both 
Coast  Guard  and  FRA  representatives 
will  preside  at  the  hearing,  make  brief 
opening  statements,  and  announce  the 
procedures  to  be  followed  at  the 
hearing.  Each  person  who  wishes  to 
make  an  oral  statement  should  notify 
the  Commander(oan-br].  Third  Coast 
Guard  District,  Governors  Island,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10004  or  the  Director, 
Northeast  Corridor  Project,  Federal 
Railroad  Administration.  2100  Second 
Street.  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20590 
prior  to  the  hearing  date.  Such 
notification  should  include  the 
approximate  time  required  to  make  the 
presentation.  Comments  previously 
submitted  are  a  matter  of  record  and 
need  not  be  resubmitted  at  the  hearing. 
Speakers  are  encouraged  to  provide 
written  copies  of  their  oral  statements  to 
the  hearing  ofiicer  at  the  time  of  the 
hearing,  lliose  wishing  to  make  written 
comments  only,  may  submit  those 
comments  at  the  hearing,  to  the 
Commander(oan-br),  Third  Coast  Guard 
District  or  the  Director,  Northeast 
Corridor  Project,  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  through  July  3, 1980.  All 
comments  will  be  considered. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearing,  as  well  as 
written  comments  received  outside  the 
hearing,  will  be  available  for  public 
review  in  the  Third  Coast  Guard  District 
and  FRA  Northeast  Corridor  Project 
offices  approximately  30  days  after  the 
hearing  date. 


(Sec.  502,  60  Stat.  847,  as  amended;  (33  U.S.C. 
525,  49  U.S.C.  1655(gJ(6)(C};  49  CFR 
1.48(c)(10)) 

K.  G.  Wiman, 

Captain,  US.  Coast  Guard,  Acting  Chief, 
Office  of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems. 
April  3a  1980. 

[FR  Doc  80-14253  Fded  S-7-8Q:  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4010-14-M 


Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement: 
Central  and  Circle,  Interior  Alaska. 

agency:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent 

summary:  The  FHWA  is  issm'ng  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  highway  project 
on  the  Steese  Highway  firom  Central  to 
Circle,  Alaska. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gene  Hanna,  Regional  Administrator. 
U.S.  Department  of  Transportation, 
FHWA,  P.O.  Box  1648,  Juneau,  Alaska 
99801,  Telephone:  (907)  586-7419. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
FHWA,  in  corporation  with  the  Alaska 
Department  of  Transportation  and 
Public  Facilities,  will  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
on  a  proposal  to  improve  U.S.  Route 
SO-670  from  Central  to  Circle,  Alaska. 
The  proposed  improvement  would 
involve  the  reconstruction  to  secondary 
highway  standards  of  35.8  miles  of  the 
Steese  Highway  between  the 
communifies  of  Central  and  Circle. 
Seventy  (70)  percent  of  the  proposed 
project  lies  in  the  Yukon  Flats  National 
Monument.  Improvements  to  the 
corridor  are  considered  necessary  to 
provide  for  the  existing  and  projected 
traffic  demand.  Also  included  in  this 
proposal  are  the  replacement  of  four 
bridges,  located  at  Crooked  Creek,  Birch 
Creek,  Quartz  Creek,  and  Six  Mile 
Creek. 

Alternatives  imder  consideration 
include  (1)  taking  no  action;  (2) 
reconstruction  along  the  existing 
alignment.  Incorporated  into  and  studied 
wi^  the  build  alternative  will  be  design 
variations  of  grade  and  alignment. 

Letters  describing  the  proposed  action 
and  soliciting  comments  will  be  sent  to 
the  appropriate  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies,  and  to  private  organizations 
and  citizens  who  have  previously 
expressed  interest  in  this  proposal. 

Public  meetings  will  be  held  in  Central 
and  Circle  in  May  and  June,  1980.  In 
addition,  a  public  hearing  will  be 
offered.  Public  notice  will  be  given  of 


the  time  and  place  of  the  meetings  and 
hearing.  The  draft  EIS  wiD  be  available 
for  public  and  agency  review  and 
comment.  No  formal  scoping  meeting  is 
planned  at  this  time. 

To  ensure  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  action  are 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues 
identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  from  all  interest^  parties. 
Comments  or  suggestions  concerning 
this  proposed  action  and  the  EIS  should 
be  directed  to  the  FHWA  at  the  address 
provided  above. 

Issued  on:  May  2. 1980. 

Gene  Hanna, 

Regional  Administrator,  Juneau,  Alaska. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14180  Fifed  S-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4*10-2a-ll 


Federal  Railroad  Administration 

[Docket  No.  RFA  ERSA-80-2] 

Guarantee  of  Obligations;  Receipt  of 
Application 

Project:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
Richard  B.  Ogilvie  (“applicant”) , 

Trustee  of  the  Property  of  the  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  having  its  principal  business 
address  at  516  West  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60606,  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  (”FRA”)  imder  the 
Emergency  Rail  Services  Act  of  1970  to 
obtain  a  guarantee  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $30,000,000  to  be  used  as 
working  capital  to  fund  the  railroad’s 
operations.  The  guarantee  will  be 
treated  as  an  expense  of  the  Trustee’s 
administration  and  receive  the  highest 
lien  on  the  raliroad’s  property. 

Comments:  Interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
application  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Federal  Assistance. 
Federal  Railroad  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20590,  not  later  than  May  23, 1980.  Such 
submission  shall  indicate  the  docket 
number  shown  on  this  notice  and  state 
whether  the  commenter  supports  or 
opposes  the  application  and  the  reasons 
therefor. 

If  the  commenter  wishes  to  receive  an 
acknowledgment  of  the  FRA’s  receipt  of 
the  comments,  the  commenter  should 
include  a  self-addressed,  stamped  post 
card  with  the  comments.  The  comments 
will  be  taken  into  consideration  by  the 
FRA  in  evaluating  the  application. 
However,  no  other  formal 
acknowledgment  of  the  comments  will 
be  provided. 

The  FRA  has  not  approved  or 
disapproved  this  application,  nor  has  it 
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passed  upon  the  accuracy  or  adequacy 
of  the  information  contained  therein. 
Dated;  May  2, 1980. 

Comment  closing  date;  May  23, 1980. 
William  E.  Loftus, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Federal 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  80 141S5  Filed  5-7-80: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-06-M 


[FRA  Waiver  Petition  Docket  No.  F-79-2] 

Armco  Inc.,  Eastern  Steel  Division 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Armco 
Inc.,  has  submitted  a  request  for  a 
partial  waiver  of  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  of  the  Railroad 
Power  Brake  and  Drawbars  Rules  (49 
CFR  Part  232).  The  requested  waiver 
involves  the  installation  of  a  new  “A-B” 
brake  system  for  Armco’s  fleet  of  21 
ladle  cars.  The  ladle  cars  are  specially 
designed  freight  cars  used  to  haul 
molten  metal  products.  The  cars 
involved  in  request  operate  in  round  trip 
service  from  Armco’s  facilities  in 
Hamilton,  Ohio,  to  its  facilities  in 
Middletown,  Ohio. 

The  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
(FRA)  currently  requires  that  virtually 
all  freight  cars  be  equipped  with  a 
power  brake  system  which  is  capable  of 
arresting  or  retarding  the  motion  of  the 
train.  The  regulations  do  not  by  their 
terms  require  use  of  the  "A-B”  brake 
system.  However,  only  the  “A-B”  brake 
system  fully  satisfies  the  specifications 
and  requirements  of  the  regulations,  to 
achieve  compliance  with  this  provision, 
Armco  would  have  to  replace  its  “D” 
type  power  brake  with  a  new  "A-B” 
brake  system. 

These  cars  normally  operate  in  very 
short  trains  for  a  distance  of 
approximately  ten  miles  over  tracks  that 
are  owned  by  the  Chessie  Systems.  As 
currently  operated  the  trains  usually  do 
not  exceed  three  ladle  cars  in  length  and 
travel  at  a  speed  of  15  m.p.h.  or  less, 
these  cars  have  a  good  safety  record 
with  their  present  brake  system. 

Armco  estimates  that  the  total  cost  of 
re-equipping  the  ladle  cars  with  “A-B” 
type  brakes  would  exceed  $400,000. 
Armco  believes  that  there  is  no  evidence 
that  the  installation  of  “A-B”  type  brake 
systems  would  improve  its  safety 
record.  Consequently,  Armco  seeks 
authority  to  continue  operating  these 
cars  with  the  existing  brake  equipment. 

Prior  to  reaching  a  decision  on  this 
request,  FRA  invites  all  interested 
parties  ot  participate  in  this  proceeding 
by  submitting  written  data,  views,  or 
comments.  FRA  does  not  anticipate 
scheduling  an  opportimity  for  oral 
comment  on  this  petition  since  the  facts 


do  not  appear  to  warrant  it.  All 
communications  concerning  this  petition 
must  identify  the  appropriate  docket 
(FRA  Waiver  Petition  Docket  Number  F- 
79-2)  and  should  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  Docket  Clerk,  Office  of 
the  Chief  Counsel,  Federal  Railroad 
Administration,  Room  8211, 400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590. 
Communications  received  before  June 
15, 1980,  will  be  considered  by  the  FRA 
before  the  date  final  action  is  taken.  All 
comments  received  will  be  available  for 
examination  during  regular  business 
hours  (9  a.m.-5  p.m.)  both  before  and 
after  the  closing  date  for  comment,  in 
Room  8211,  Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  sections  1,  3,  5,  and  6,  27 
Stat.  523,  as  amended  sections  1-3, 32 
Stat.  943,  as  amended  sections  1,  2,  3, 
and  6,  36  Stat.  298-299,  sections  6  (e) 
and  (f),  80  Stat.  939:  45  U.S.C.  1,  3,  5,  6,  8- 
10, 11, 12, 15, 16,  49  U.S.C.  1655  and 
section  1.49(c)  of  the  regulations  of  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation  49  CFR 

I. 49(c). 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  April  25, 1980. 

J.  W.  Walsh, 

Chairman,  Railroad  Safety  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-13860  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-08-M 


Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration 

Westpark/Southwest  Freeway 
Transportation  Corridor; 
Transportation  Alternatives  Analysis; 
Intent  To'Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  National  Envirorunental  Policy  Act 
(83  Stat.  852),  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality’s  implementing 
regulations  (40  CFR  Parts  1500-1508)  and 
the  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration’s  Policy  on  Major  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Investments 
(published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  22, 1976)*  the  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration  hereby 
gives  notice  that  an  analysis  of 
transportation  alternatives  in  the 
Westpark/Southwest  Freeway 
transportation  corridor  and  preparation 
of  a  related  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  are  to  begin  following  a 
public  meeting  on  May  22, 1980  at  which 
the  scope  and  conduct  of  the  analysis 
will  be  discussed.  Members  of  the  public 
and  interested  Federal,  State  and  local 
agencies  are  invited  to  comment  on  the 
proposed  scope  of  work,  range  of 
alternatives  to  be  studied  and  decision 
criteria.  The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 


help  establish  a  basic  framework  for  the 
alternatives  analysis  study,  not  to 
express  preferences  for  a  specific 
alternative  or  alternatives.  This  scoping 
meeting  will  be  held  at  7:00  p.m.  in  the 
Board  Room  of  the  Metropolitan  Transit 
Authority  of  Harris  County,  401 
Louisiana  Street,  Houston,  Texas  77002. 

The  Urban  Mass  Transportation 
Administration’s  Policy  on  Major  Urban 
Mass  Transportation  Investments 
requires  the  appropriate  local  agency  or 
organization  to  undertake  such  an 
analysis  of  alternatives  if  Federal 
funding  for  a  major  investment  is 
contemplated.  The  Policy  defines  a 
major  investment  as  any  project  which 
involves  new  construction  or  extension 
of  a  fixed  guideway  system.  To  be 
eligible  for  Federal  funding,  the  analysis 
must  be  conducted,  but  completion  of 
the  analysis  does  not  ensure  that 
Federal  funding  will  be  forthcoming. 
Federal  funds  are  limited,  and  thus  any 
project  proposal  resulting  from  the 
analysis  must  vie  for  these  funds  against 
other  candidate  projects  nationally. 

The  subject  analysis  will  be 
conducted  by  the  Metropolitan  Transit 
Authority  of  Harris  County  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Urban  Mass 
Transportation  Administration. 
Consultant  support  will  also  be  utilized. 

The  Southwest  Freeway/Westpark 
corridor  encompasses  the  Southwest 
section  of  the  Houston  Region,  with  the 
Houston  CBD  as  its  focus.  The  study 
area  is  bounded  roughly  by  the  Buffalo 
Bayou  on  the  north,  the  Central  Business 
District  on  the  east.  South  Main  Street 
on  the  south  and  the  West  Belt  (existing 
and  proposed  roadway)  on  the  west. 

The  study  area  encompasses  nearly  120 
square  miles,  currently  contains  more 
than  571,000  people  and  472,000  jobs  and 
is  one  of  the  fastest  growing  parts  of  the 
Houston  Region.  Major  activity  centers 
in  the  Southwest  corridor  are  the 
Houston  Central  Business  District,  the 
City  Post  Oak  area,  the  Greenway  Plaza 
area  and  the  Westchase  Office  Park 
area. 

Proposed  transportation  alternatives 
include  a  significantly  expanded  bus 
system,  a  low  capital  bus  improvement 
package,  an  elevated  busway,  and  light 
rail  and  heavy  rail  rapid  transit 
facilities.  Modified  versions  of  the 
expanded  bus  system  and  supporting 
facilities  (e.g.,  the  Gulf  Busway)  in  other 
corridors  are  an  integral  part  of  each  of 
the  alternatives.  The  alternatives  are  as 
follows: 

1.  Base  Bus  System — expanded 
areawide  bus  system  and  a  bus  mall  in 
the  CBD. 

2.  Low  Capital  Bus — expanded 
areawide  bus  system  plus  additional 
park/ride  facilities  and  services,  limited 
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bus-lanes  and  bus-streets  in  the 
Southwest  Freeway/Westpark  corridor, 
and  a  CBD  bus  mall. 

3.  Busway— expanded  areawide  bus 
system  plus  additional  park/ride  service 
and  an  elevated  busway  in  the 
Southwest  Freeway/Westpark  corridor 
and  two  CBD  bus  malls. 

4.  Light-Rail  (CBD  surface] — 
expanded  areawide  bus  system  plus  an 
elevated  Light-Rail  Facility  in  the 
Southwest  Freeway/Westpark  corridor 
having  at-grade  CBD  operation  on  a  mall 
or  reserved  lanes. 

5.  Light-Rail  (CBD  tunnel] — same  as 
the  other  light-rail  alternative  but 
featuring  a  CBD  subway. 

6.  Heavy-Rail  rrons//-— expanded 
areawide  bus  system  plus  an  elevated 
heavy-rail  facility  in  the  Southwest 
Freeway/Westpark  corridor  and  a  CBD 
subway. 

The  proposed  evaluation  criteria  will 
include  transportation,  environmental, 
social,  economic  and  financial  impact 
areas  as  required  by  current  Federal 
(NEPA]  environmental  laws  and  current 
Federal  CEQ,  and  UMTA  guidelines. 
Additional  impact  areas  and  measures 
important  to  local  decisionmaking  will 
also  be  included. 

At  the  May  22  scoping  meeting,  staff 
will  present  the  above  information  in 
more  detail  using  maps  and  visual  aids, 
as  well  as  a  description  of  the  citizen 
involvement  program  and  a  schedule. 
The  public  and  affected  public  agencies 
will  be  invited  to  comment  on  the  terms 
of  the  analysis,  either  orally  at  the 
meeting,  or  in  writing  for  a  period  of  30 
days  following  the  meeting.  Appropriate 
adjustments  to  the  work  scope  and 
alternatives  will  be  made  accordingly. 

If  there  are  any  questions,  please 
contact  the  UMTA  Regional  Office 
Director.  Mr.  Glen  Ford,  819  Taylor 
Street,  Suite  9-A-32,  Fort  Worth,  Texas 
76102,  telephone  (817]  334-3787,  or  the 
local  Project  Director,  Ms.  Linda 
Cherrington,  Metropolitan  Transit 
Authority,  P.O.  Box  61429,  Houston, 
Texas  77208,  telephone  (713]  225-1151. 

Dated:  May  2, 1980. 

Robert  H.  McManus, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Planning, 
Management  and  Demonstrations. 

|FR  Doc.  80-14154  Filed  5-7-8ft  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4810-57-11 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 

(T.D.  80-120] 

Christopher,  Bareteia;  Suspension  with 
Prejudice  of  Customhouse  Broker 
License,  No.  5115 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  on  March  19, 
1980,  pursuant  to  Section  641,  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1641], 
and  Part  111  of  the  Customs  Regulations, 
as  amended,  and  upon  the  specific 
request  of  Customhouse  broker 
Christopher  Bareteia,  Elmont,  New  York, 
in  response  to  the  Notice  to  Show  Cause 
and  Statement  of  Charges  against  him 
dated  October  17, 1979,  suspended  with 
prejudice  for  a  period  of  three  weeks 
individual  customhouse  broker’s  license. 
Number  5115  issued  to  him  January  27, 
1975  for  Customs  District  of  New  York, 
New  York.  The  Commissioner’s  decision 
is  effective  as  of  May  19, 1980. 

Robert  E.  Chasen, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

March  19, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-14138  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4810-22-M 


[T.D.  80-119] 

Reimbursable  Services— Excess  Cost 
of  Preclearance  Operation 

May  1, 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  §  24.18(d],  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  24.18(d]],  the  biweekly 
reimbursable  excess  costs  for  each 
preclearance  installation  are  determined 
to  be  as  set  forth  below  and  will  be 
effective  with  pay  period  beginning  May 
18, 1980. 


Biweekly 

Installation:  excess  cost 

Montreal.  Canada .  $17,961 

Toronto,  Canada .  34,727 

Kindley  Field,  Bermuda  — _  5,936 

Nassau,  Bahama  islands  — _ _  17,350 

Vancouver,  Canada _ 10,674 

Winnipeg,  Canada . 1,993 

Freeport,  Bahama  Islands— . .  13,S17 

Calg^,  Canada . 6,537 

Edmonton,  Canada . . 4,857 


Mitchell  A.  Levine, 

Acting  Comptroller. 

(FR  Doc.  80-14139  Filed  5-7-80;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4810-22-M 
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[M-278,  Arndt.  4;  Feb.  2. 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  additions,  deletions  and 

closure  of  items  to  the  May  1, 1980 

meeting. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m..  May  1, 1980. 

place: 

Room  1027  (open),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue 
N.W. 

Room  1012  (closed),  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

subject: 

Deletion:  7a.  Docket  35253,  Policy  Statement 
on  discriminatory,  preferential  and 
prejudicial  pricing  (memo  8588-B  BDA). 

Deletion;  9.  Docket  36804,  Draft  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  for  one-day  special 
tariff  permission  on  fare  decreases,  draft 
order  denying  exemption  request  of 
Western  Air  Lines  (BDA). 

Deletion:  11.  Docket  36863,  Notice  of  Western 
Air  Lines  to  terminate  service  at  Sheridan, 
Wyoming  (memo  9397-A,  BDA). 

Addition  (closed);  32.  Docket  38085. 
Application  of  Aeroflot  Soviet  Airlines  for 
an  exemption  that  would  permit  it  to 
provide  its  own  sales,  ticketing  and  ground¬ 
handling  services  (memo  9670,  BIA). 

Addition  (closed):  33.  Recommended 
Negotiating  Position  for  U.S.-Peru  Talks 
Scheduled  to  begin  May  5, 1980  in 
Washington  (BIA). 

Addition  (closed):  34.  Report  on  Status  of 
China  Negotiations. 


Addition  (closed):  35.  Report  on  Status  of 
New  Zealand  Negotiations. 

status: 

1-30  (Open) 

31-35  (Closed) 

Note. — For  Persons  Expected  to  Attend 
(Closed  items)  see  M-278 — ^Revised  Agenda. 

PERSON  TO  contact:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary  (202)  673-5068. 

S-S24-S0  Filed  S-S-Sa  3:32  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 
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[M-279  Arndt  1;  May  5, 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  addition  of  item  to  the  May 
8, 1980  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m..  May  8. 1980. 

place: 

Room  1027  (Open) 

Room  1012  (Closed) 

subject:  8a.  Docket  37438,  Chicago- 
Columbus-Dayton-Denver-Los  Angeles- 
Richmond  Subpart  Q  Proceeding. 
Piedmont  objects  to  show-cause  order 
(memo  9675,  BDA). 

STATUS:  Open. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary,  (202)  673-5068. 

[S-925-80  Filed  5-6-80;  3:32  pm] 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  11  a.m.,  Friday,  May  16, 
1980. 

place:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  eighth  floor  conference  room. 
status:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Surveillance  Briefing. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jane  Stuckey.  254-6314.  ' 

[S-90a-80  Filed  5-5-80: 4:13pm| 

BILLING  CODE  63S1-01-M 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  11  a.m..  May  13. 1980. 
place:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  fifth  floor  hearing  room. 
status:  Closed. 


MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Enforcement  matters;  Proposed  civil 
action;  proposed  administration 
proceeding:  proposed  private 
investigation. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

[S-913-80  Filed  5-6-80;  10:42  a.m.j 

BILLING  CODE  6351-01-M 


5 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m..  May  13, 1980. 
PLACE:  2033  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  fifth  floor  hearing  room. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 
Speculative  Limits  Policy  Discussion. 

The  Commission  shall  discuss 
recommendations  proposed  be  the 
Division  of  Economics  and  Education  to 
develop  a  methodology  and  guidelines 
for  the  establishment  of  speculative 
limits  in  those  commodities  in  which 
speculative  limits  have  not  been 
imposed. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Jane  Stuckey,  254-6314. 

IS-912-80  Filed  5-6-80: 10:42  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6351-01-M 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Subject  Matter 
of  Agency  Meeting.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (e)(2)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(e)(2)),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  at  its  closed  meeting  held  at  2:30 
p.m.  on  Monday,  May  5, 1980,  the 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors 
determined,  on  motion  of  Chairman 
Irvine  H.  Sprague,  seconded  by  Director 
William  M.  Isaac  (Appointive), 
concurred  in  by  Director  John  G. 
Heimann  (Comptroller  of  the  Currency), 
that  Corporation  business  required  the 
withdrawal  from  the  agenda  for 
consideration  at  the  meeting,  on  less 
than  seven  days’  notice  to  the  public,  of 
the  application  of  Northern  Central 
Bank,  Williamsport,  Pennsylvania,  an 
insured  State  nonmember  bank,  for 
consent  to  merge,  under  its  charter  and 
title,  with  the  Lewisburg  National  Bank, 
Lewisburg,  Peimsylvania,  and  to 
establish  the  two  offices  of  the 
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Lewisburg  National  Bank  as  branches  of 
the  resultant  bank. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  Corporation 
business  required  the  addition  to  the 
agenda  for  consideration  at  the  meeting, 
on  less  than  seven  days’  notice  to  the 
public,  of  the  following  matters: 

Application  of  First  Peoples  Bank  of  New 
Jersey,  Haddon  Township  (P.O.  Westmont), 
New  Jersey,  an  insured  State  nonmember 
bank,  for  consent  to  merge,  under  its  charter ' 
and  title,  with  the  Mainland  Bank,  Linwood, 
New  Jersey,  and  to  establish  the  five  ofHces 
of  the  Mainland  Bank  as  branches  of  the 
resultant  bank. 

Application  of  First  Peoples  Bank  of  New 
Jersey,  Haddon  Township  (P.O.  Westmont), 
New  Jersey,  for  advance  consent  to  the 
retirement  of  preferred  stock. 

Application  of  Bank  of  Mississippi,  Tupelo, 
Mississippi,  an  insured  State  nonmember 
bank,  for  consent  to  merge,  under  its  charter 
and  title,  with  Security  Bank  of  Hernando, 
Hernando,  Mississippi,  and  for  consent  to 
establish  the  two  offices  of  Security  Bank  of 
Hernando  as  branches  of  the  resultant  bank. 

Application  of  Banco  Regional  de  Ahorro 
de  ^yamon,  Bayamon,  Puerto  Rico,  for 
consent  to  change  the  general  character  of  its 
business  from  that  of  a  stock  savings  bank  to 
a  commercial  bank. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  these  changes  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable; 
that  the  public  interest  did  not  require 
consideration  of  the  matters  added  to 
the  agenda  in  a  meeting  open  to  public 
observation;  and  that  the  matters  added 
to  the  agenda  could  be  considered  in  a 
closed  meeting  by  authority  of 
subsections  (c)(6),  (c)(8),  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii) 
of  the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine 
Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b  (c)(6),  (c)(8),  and 
(c)(9)(A)(ii)). 

Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

IS-914-80  Filed  5-S-80;  11:41  am] 
eiLUNG  CODE  6714-01-M 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Change  in  Subject  Matter  of 
Agency  Meeting.  Pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsection  (e)(2)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(e](2)),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  at  its  open  meeting  held  at  2:00  p.m. 
on  Monday,  May  5, 1980,  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  determined,  on 
motion  of  Chairman  Irvine  H.  Sprague, 
seconded  by  Director  William  M.  Isaac 
(Appointive),  concurred  in  by  Director 


John  G.  Heimann  (Comptroller  of  the 
Currencv),  that  Corporation  business 
required  the  addition  to  the  agenda  for 
consideration  at  the  meeting,  on  less 
than  seven  days’  notice  to  the  public,  of 
a  memorandum  and  resolution  regarding 
a  final  rule  amending  Section  309.4  of 
the  Corporation’s  rules  and  regulations. 

The  Board  further  determined,  by  the 
same  majority  vote,  that  no  earlier 
notice  of  the  change  in  the  subject 
matter  of  the  meeting  was  practicable. 

Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(S-915-aO  Filed  11:41  am] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting.  Pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  "Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation’s  Board  of 
Directors  will  meet  in  open  session  at  2 
p.m.  on  Monday,  May  12, 1980,  to 
consider  the  following  matters: 

Disposition  of  minutes  of  previous 
meetings. 

Request  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  for  a  report  on  the  competitive 
factors  involved  in  the  proposed 
purchase  of  assets  of  and  assumption  of 
liability  to  pay  deposits  made  in 
Commonwealth  Bank  of  Metuchen, 
Metuchen,  New  Jersey,  by  First  National 
Bank  of  New  Jersey,  Totowa,  New 
Jersey. 

Request  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  for  a  report  on  the  competitive 
factors  involved  in  the  proposed  merger 
of  Key  Bank  of  Southeastern  New  York 
N.A.,  Chester,  New  York,  and  The 
Valley  National  Bank,  Wallkill,  New 
York,  Walden,  New  York. 

Reports  of  committees  and  officers: 

Minutes  of  the  actions  approved  by  the 
Committee  on  Liquidations,  Loans  and 
Purchases  of  Assets  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  by  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Reports  of  the  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Bank  Supervision  with  respect  to  applications 
or  requests  approved  by  him  and  the  various 
Regional  Directors  pursuant  to  authority 
delegated  by  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Reports  of  Legal  Division  actions  taken 
pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by  the  Board 
of  Directors. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550, 17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  directed  to  Mr. 


Hoyle  L  Robinson,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Corporation,  at  (202)  389-4425. 
Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

IS-016-80  Filed  S-O-SO;  11:41  am] 
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FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting.  Pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  “Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  at  2:30  p.m.  on 
Monday,  May  12, 1980,  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation’s  Board 
of  Directors  will  meet  in  closed  session, 
by  vote  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
pursuant  to  sections  552b(c)(2),  (c)(6), 
(c)(8).  (c)(9)(A)(ii)  and  (c)(9)(B)  of  Title  5, 
United  States  Code,  to  consider  the 
following  matters: 

Application  for  Federal  deposit 
insurance: 

Bank  of  San  Marino,  a  proposed  new  bank, 
to  be  located  at  2060  Huntington  Drive,  San 
Marino,  California,  for  Federal  deposit 
insurance. 

Application  for  consent  to  establish  a 
branch: 

The  East  New  York  Savings  Bank,  New 
York  (Brooklyn),  New  York,  for  consent  to 
establish  a  branch  at  320  Fifth  Avenue,  New 
York  (Manhattan),  New  York. 

Recommendation  regarding  the 
liquidation  of  a  bank’s  assets  acquired 
by  the  Corporation  in  its  capacity  as 
receiver,  liquidator^  or  liquidating  agent 
of  those  assets: 

Case  No.  44,291-L — ^Franklin  National  Bank, 
New  York,  New  York. 

Case  No.  44,299-L — ^Franklin  National  Bank, 
New  York,  New  York. 

Case  No.  44,301^. — Franklin  National  Bank, 
New  York,  New  York. 

Case  No.  44,303-L — Franklin  National  Bank, 
New  York,  New  York. 

Case  No.  44,305-L — ^American  City  Bank  & 
Trust  Company,  National  Association, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin. 

Case  No.  44,306-L — International  City  Bank 
and  Trust  Company,  New  Orleans. 
Louisiana. 

Memorandum  re:  First  State  Bank  of  Northern 
California,  San  Leandro,  California. 
Memorandum  re:  Franklin  Bank,  Houston, 
Texas. 

Audit  Report:  Liquidation  Committee 
Cases — Real  Estate,  dated  December  6, 
1979. 

Recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
initiation,  termination,  or  conduct  of 
administrative  enforcement  proceedings 
(cease-and-desist  proceedings, 
termination-of-insurance  proceedings. 
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suspension  or  removal  proceedings,  or 
assessment  of  civil  money  penalties) 
against  certain  insured  banks  or  officers, 
directors,  employees,  agents,  or  other 
persons  participating  in  the  conduct  of 
the  affairs  thereof: 

Names  of  persons  and  names  and  locations 
of  banks  authorized  to  be  exempt  from 
disclosure  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
subsections  (c)(6),  (c)(8),  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)  of 
the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(6).  (c)(8).  and  (c)(9)(A)(ii)). 

Personnel  actions  regarding 
appointments,  promotions, 
administrative  pay  increases, 
reassignments,  retirements,  separations, 
removals,  etc.: 

Names  of  employees  authorized  to  be 
exempt  from  disclosure  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsections  (c)(2)  and  (c)(6]  of 
the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(2)  and  (c)(6)). 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550  17th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  directed  to  Mr. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Corporation,  at  (202)  389-4425. 

Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

lS-917-80  Filed  11:41  am] 
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FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Tuesday,  May  13, 1980, 
10  a.m. 

PLACE:  1325  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Compliance.  Personnel. 

***** 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Wednesday,  May  14, 
1980.  2  p.m. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Setting  of  dates  for  future  meetings. 
Correction  and  approval  of  minutes. 
Certifications. 

Advisory  opinions; 

Draft  AO  1980-30 — Sue  Ann  Dillport, 
Treasurer,  Frank  Askin  for  Congress 
Committee. 

Draft  AO  1980-33 — John  ).  Buttita,  National 
Association  of  Realtors. 

Draft  AO  1980-34 — Michael  R.  Gardner, 
Connally  for  President  Committee. 

Draft  AO  1980-35 — Kerry  H.  Stowell,  Pago 
Headquarters. 


Draft  AO  1980-38 — Sue  E.  Wadel.  Treasurer, 
Allen  for  Congress  Committee. 

Draft  AO  1980-39 — Susan  A.  Myers,  Counsel 
to  Fluor-PAC. 

Draft  AO  1980-41 — Vincent  V.  Chaney, 
Treasurer,  Slack  for  Congress  Committee. 
Draft  AO  1980-49 — Steven  D.  Weinstein 
(Weinstein  for  Congress  Committee). 
Election  of  officers. 

Clearinghouse  project  review. 

1980  Election  and  related  matters. 

6-Month  management  report. 

Appropriations  and  budget. 

Pending  legislation. 

Classification  actions. 

Routine  administrative  matters. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Public  Information 
Officer,  telephone:  202-523-4065. 

Lena  L.  Stafford, 

Secretary  to  the  Commission, 

(S-927-B0  Filed  5-6-80:  3:49  pm| 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER’’  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  Vol.  45,  FR, 
p.  29165  and  29166,  May  1, 1980. 
PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m..  May  5, 1980. 
place:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  sixth  floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 
6677). 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
items  have  been  added  to  the  agenda  for 
the  open  meeting: 

Applications  for  Branch  Offices — Home 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association  of 
San  Diego,  San  Diego,  California  AND 
Glendale  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Glendale,  California. 
Application  for  Branch  Offices — Glendale 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Glendale,  California  AND  First  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association  of  Santa 
Monica,  Santa  Monica.  California. 

Merger — Tuscan  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Baltimore,  Maryland  INTO 
Chesapeake  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Baltimore,  Maryland. 

Announcement  is  being  made  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time. 

No.  345,  May  5. 1980. 

(S-909-80  Filed  5-5-60: 4:35  pm| 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  10  a.m..  May  13, 1980. 
PLACE:  Hearing  Room  One,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20573. 


STATUS:  Parts  of  the  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portions 
open  to  the  public: 

1.  Joint  petition  for  clarification  of  separate 
orders  of  conditional  approval  of  Agreements 
Nos.  9427-6  and  9552-4.  Germany-North 
Atlantic  Ports  Rate  Agreement  and  North 
Atlantic/West  Europe  Rate  Agreement, 
respectively. 

‘2.  Petition  of  the  Government  of  the  Virgin 
Islands  to  institute  a  formal  investigation  of 
the  Puerto  Rico/Virgin  Islands  Trade. 

3.  Fact  Finding  Investigation  No.  10: 
Possible  Unlawful  Action  of  Carriers  and 
Conferences  of  Carriers  in  the  Treatment  of 
Overland/Overland  Common  Point  Cargo — 
Report  of  Investigative  Officer. 

4.  Informal  Docket  No.  746(1):  Girton 
Manufacturing  Company  v.  Prudential  Lines. 
Inc.  Review  of  Settlement  Officer’s  decision. 

5.  Docket  No.  79-74:  Japan/Korea  and  Gulf 
Freight  Conference  (Agreement  No.  3103-67 — 
Extension  of  Intermodal  Authority) — Petition 
to  reopen  of  Proponents. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

1.  Petition  for  reconsideration  of  the 
qualifications  of  Carnival  Cruise  Lines,  Inc., 
as  a  self-insurer. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary  (202)  523-5725. 

IS-918-60  Filed  5-6-60: 11:43  am| 
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BOARD  OF  GOVERNORS  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER’’  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  45  FR,  28852, 
April  30, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  Monday,  May 
5, 1980. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Addition  of 
the  following  closed  item(s)  to  the 
meeting:  Appointment  of  an  officer  at  a 
Federal  Reserve  Bank. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board  (202)  452-3204. 
Dated:  May  5, 1980. 

[S-911-80  Filed  5-6-80: 10:31  am| 
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NATIONAL  LABOR  RELATIONS  BOARD. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER’’  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT:  To  be 
published  May  7, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  meeting:  2:30  p.m.,  Thursday, 
May  15, 1980. 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  time  of 
the  meeting  has  been  changed  to  10  a.m. 
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Dated,  Washington,  D.C.,  May  6, 1980. 
By  direction  of  the  Board: 

George  A.  Leet, 

Associate  Executive  Secretary,  National 
Labor  Relations  Board. 

IS-919-80  Filed  5-6-«0;  12:53  pm] 
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[NM-80-19] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION  SAFETY 
BOARD. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER’’  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  45  FR  29658, 
May  5, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  9  a.m.,  Monday,  May  12, 
1980. 

CHANGE  IN  meeting:  A  majority  of  the 
Board  has  determined  by  recorded  vote 
that  the  business  of  the  Board  requires 
revising  the  agenda  of  this  meeting  and 
that  no  earlier  announcement  was 
possible.  The  agenda  as  now  revised  is 
set  forth  below. 

STATUS:  The  first  five  items  will  be  open 
to  the  public;  the  sixth  item  will  be 
closed  to  the  public  under  Exemption  10 
of  the  Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Aircraft  Accident  Report — Downeast 
Airlines,  Inc.,  deHavilland  DHC-6-200, 
N68DE,  Rockland,  Maine,  May  30, 1979. 

2.  Railroad  Accident  Report — Rear-end 
Collision  of  ConRail  Commuter  Trains, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  October  16, 1979, 
and  Recommendation  to  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration. 

3.  Marine  Accident  Report — Collision  of 
INCA  TUPAC  YUPANQUI  with  Butane  Barge 
PANAMA  CITY  near  New  Orleans,, 
Louisiana,  August  30, 1979,  and 
Recommendation  to  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 

4.  Special  Study — Commuter  Airlines 
Safety  Study  and  Recommendation  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration. 

5.  Fiscal  year  1980  Safety  Objective — 
Increased  Surveillance  of  Part  135  Operators. 

6.  Order — Petition  of  McHenry,  Dkt.  SM- 
2316;  disposition  of  petition  for 
reconsideration. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Sharon  Flemming  202- 
472-8022. 

May  6, 1980. 

IS-923-S0  Filed  5-6-SO;  3:32  pm] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
DATE:  Monday,  May  12, 1980. 

PLACE:  Commissioners  conference  room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
STATUS:  Open. 


MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

2  p.m. 

Meeting  with  Harrisburg-Middletown  Area 
Citizens  Groups  Regarding  the  Cleanup  of 
TMI-2  (approximately  1  hour,  public 
meeting.) 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Walter  Magee  (202)  634- 
1410. 

AUTOMATIC  TELEPHONE  ANSWERING 
SERVICE  FOR  DAILY  UPDATE:  (202)  634- 
1410.  Those  planning  to  attend  a  meeting 
should  reverify  the  status  on  the  day  of 
the  meeting. 

May  5, 1980. 

Walter  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

[S-922-S0  Filed  5-6-80;  2:54  pm] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
DATE:  Tuesday,  May  6, 1980  (revised). 
PLACE:  Commissioner’s  conference 
room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

2  p.m. 

1.  Affirmation  of  Memorandum  and  Order 
in  Philippines  Export  (approximately  5 
minutes,  public  meeting). 

2.  Time  Reserved  for  Discussion  and  Vote 
on  Affirmation  Item  (if  required  15  minutes, 
public  meeting). 

3.  BrieHng  on  Systematic  Evaluation 
Program  (approximately  1  hour,  public 
meeting). 

ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION: 

1.  The  Affirmation  Session  previously 
scheduled  for  Tuesday,  May  6: 

— Post  CP  Designs  and  Other  Changes 
— Board  on  TMI-2  Modifications 
— Request  for  Hearing  on  Point  Beach 
are  Rescheduled  for  Thursday,  May  8,  as 
Item  2  at  2  p.m. 

2.  The  Briefing  on  General  Position  on 
Protection  of  Routing  Information  is 
Postponed. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Walter  Magee  (202)  634- 
1410. 

AUTOMATIC  TELEPHONE  ANSWERING 
SERVICE  FOR  DAILY  UPDATE:  (202)  634- 
1498.  Those  planning  to  attend  a  meeting 
should  reverify  the  status  on  the  day  of 
the  meeting. 

May  1, 1980. 

Walter  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretory. 

(S-SZl-SO  Filed  5-6-80: 2:54  pm] 
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PAROLE  COMMISSION. 

Correction 

In  Sunshine  Doc.  S-889-80  appearing 
at  page  29658  in  the  issue  for  Monday, 
May  5, 1980,  second  column,  the  date  for 
the  meeting  should  read  “May  14, 1980”. 

BILLING  CODE  150S-01-M 
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POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  2  p.m.,  Wednesday,  May 
7, 1980, 

PLACE:  Conference  room,  room  500,  2000 
L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Motion  of  the  U.S.  Postal  Service  in 
Docket  No.  R80-1,  dated  April  7, 1980, 
regarding  disqualification  of  a  Commission 
employee. 

2.  Reconsideration  of  Commission  Order 
No.  328. 

(Closed  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  §  552b(c)(10)) 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  David  F.  Harris. 

Secretary,  Postal  Rate  Commission, 
room  500,  2000  L  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20268,  Telephone  (202) 
254-5614. 

|S-91(>-80  Filed  5-6-80;  10:31  am] 
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RAILROAD  RETIREMENT  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  9  a.m..  May  15. 1980. 
place:  Board’s  meeting  room,  eighth 
floor,  headquarters  building,  844  Rush 
Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60611. 

STATUS:  Part  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portion 
open  to  the  public: 

(1)  Reinstatement  of  widow’s  annuities 
based  upon  annulment. 

(2)  Extension  on  payment  of  unemployment 
contributions — Chicago  and  Northwestern 
Transportation  Company. 

(3)  Interview  by  industrial  psychologist. 

(4)  Structure  of  Bureau  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals. 

(5)  Continuing  control  of  travel  by  Board 
employees. 

Portion  closed  to  the  public: 

(A)  Appeal  from  referee’s  denial  of  claim 
for  a  "period  of  disability’’,  Charles  H. 
Webber,  Jr. 

(B)  Conflicting  marriage  claim,  Mary 
Kirkland. 

(C)  Conflicting  marriage  claim,  Carrie  E. 
Hodge. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  R.  F.  Butler,  Secretary  of 
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the  Board,  COM  No.  312-751-4920,  FTS 
No.  387-4920. 

|S-920-«0  Filed  S-6-60^  2:54  pm] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  May  12, 1980,  in  Room  825, 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  May  13, 1980,  at  9  a.m.,  and  on 
Wednesday,  May  14, 1980,  immediately 
following  open  meetings  at  10  a.m.  an^ 
p.m.  ^ 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal 
assistants,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to 
be  considered  at  the  closed  meetings 
may  be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(4)(8K9KA)  and  (10)  and  17 
CFR  200.402(a)(4)(8)(9)(i)  and  (10). 

Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans, 

Pollack  and  Friedman  determined  to 
hold  the  aforesaid  meetings  in  closed 
session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  May  13, 
1980,  at  9  a.m.,  will  be: 

Regulatory  matters  bearing  enforcement 
implications. 

Institution  of  injunctive  action  and 
administrative  proceedings. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  May 

14, 1980,  immediately  following  the  10 
a.m.  open  meeting,  will  be: 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Access  to  investigative  files  by  Federal, 

State,  or  Self-Regulatory  Authorities. 
Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

Litigation  matters. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Consideration  of  amicus  participation. 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeals. 

Subpoena  enforcement  action. 

Regulatory  matter  regarding  financial 
institutions. 

Opinion. 

Administrative  proceeding  of  an  enforcement 
nature. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  May 

14, 1980,  immediately  following  2  p.m. 
open  meeting. 

Post  oral  argument  discussion. 


The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  May 

14, 1980,  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

1.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  the 
application  of  Energy  Fund  Incorporated, 
Guardian  Mutual  Fund.  Inc.,  and  The 
Partners  Fund,  Inc.  (collectively  the  “Funds"), 
registered  open-end,  diversified,  management 
investment  companies,  and  Neuberger  and 
Berman  (“N&B"),  sub-adviser  and  principal 
broker  for  the  Funds,  for  an  order  pursuant  to 
Sections  6(c),  17(b)  and  17(d)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (the  “Act”), 
exempting  the  Funds  and  N&B  from  certain 
provisions  of  the  Act  to  permit  the  Funds  to 
engage  in  portfolio  securities  loans  with  N&B. 
For  further  information,  please  contact 
Christopher  Townsend  at  (202)  272-3035. 

2.  Consideration  of  whether  to  issue  an 
order  on  an  application  filed  by  Jet  Capital 
Corporation  declaring  that  Jet  Capital 
Corporation  is  not  an  investment  company. 
For  further  information,  please  contact  H.  R. 
Hallock,  Jr.  at  (202)  272-3030,  or  Carl  B. 
Wilkerson  at  (202)  272-3014, 

3.  Consideration  of  whether  to  issue  a 
release  which  sets  forth  the  interpretive 
views  of  the  Division  of  Investment 
Management  as  to  the  application  of  Section 
205(1)  of  the  Investment  Advisers  Act  of  1940 
to  advisory  compensation  arrangements 
which  are  contingent  on  the  investment 
performance  of  the  funds  of  advisory  clients. 
For  further  information  please  contact 
Michael  J.  Eizelman  at  (202)  272-2079. 

4.  Consideration  of  whether  to  affirm 
action,  taken  by  the  Duty  Officer,  granting  the 
request  of  the  law  firm  of  Kantor,  Davidoff, 
Winston  &  Ferber  for  a  waiver  of  imputed 
disqualification  pursuant  to  17  CFR  200.735- 
8(e).  For  further  information,  please  contact 
Myrna  Siegel  at  (202)  272-2430. 

5.  Consideration  of  whether  to  adopt  Rule 
16a-ll  under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act, 
which  would  exempt  from  Section  16's 
operation  acquisitions  of  equity  securities  by 
officers,  directors,  and  ten  percent  beneficial 
owners  pursuant  to  a  dividend  reinvestment 
plan.  For  further  information,  please  contact 
Mary  A.  Binno  at  (202)  272-2604. 

6.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  the 
application  of  Johnny  Mitchell  for  relief 
pursuant  to  Rule  252(f)  of  Regulation  A.  For 
further  information,  please  contact  Thomas  J. 
Baudhuin  at  (202)  272-2644. 

7.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  the 
application  filed  by  Churchill  Properties,  Ltd. 
pursuant  to  Section  12(h)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  for  an  exemption  from 
the  reporting  requirements  of  Section  13  of 
the  Act.  For  further  information,  please 
contact  Michael  Connell  at  (202)  272-2579. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday,  May 

14, 1980,  at  2  p.m.,  will  be: 

The  Commission  will  hear  oral  argument 
on  appeals  by  Allen  &  Company,  a  registered 
broker-dealer,  Richard  M.  Crooks,  a  trader  at 
that  firm,  and  the  Division  of  Enforcement 
from  the  initial  decision  of  an  administrative 
law  judge  who  concluded  that  Allen  should 
be  suspended  from  effective  transactions  in 
over-the-counter  securities  for  hve  business 
days,  and  that  Crooks  should  be  suspended 


from  association  with  any  broker  or  dealer 
for  a  like  period.  For  further  information, 
please  contact  Herbert  V.  Efron  at  (202)  272- 
2754. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  John 
Granda  at  (202)  272-2091. 

May  6, 1980. 

[S-926-80  Filed  5-6-80:  3:32  pm| 
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